
Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: C. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is C. C. and I live in Beaverton, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, C. C. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:10:50 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: C. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lynne C. 
Holly Springs, NC 27540 
 
 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: W. 
Last name: C. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is W. C. and I live in Louisville, Kentucky. 
 
As the young people say, you can't drink oil and you can't eat money. I don't care how rich you are, you can't 
avoid or rise above the results of the polluting air and water.Even if you could, you will have killed all the 
workers who plant and harvest, the flora and fauna necessary for their unique roles in the ecosystem. 
 
Our earth needs to be protected NOW! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, W. C. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest should not be exempt from the Roadless Area Convservation Rule. Protect our 
natural forest! Tongass is a very important habitat for many plant and animal species that will become 
endangered due to deforestation and development. It also hold so much carbon dioxide that cutting down any 
trees will release CO2, causing even more global warming and negative climate change effects. This forest 
acts as the lungs of our planet, keeping our air clean and helping to reduce the global tempearture rise. We 
should be doing everything in our power to combat the warming climate, and saving trees and planting more 
trees is the best action we can take. Any rules, including this one, are the opposite of what we should be doing 
for our future health, safety, and well being. Preserve the Tongass. Don't pass this rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: J 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
preserve the Tongass 
 
I am writing to comment on the Tongass exemption from the AK Roadless rule. I strongly believe in Alternative 
1 - no exemption. The Tongass is a beautiful and irreplaceable forest and it should not be logged. It is an 
integral part of the whole ecosystem in that area - the water quality affects spawning salmon and orcas, and the 
forest supports both wildlife and plant life that we we need to preserve, not destroy. I used to live in Alaska and 
I have visited the panhandle several times. Please preserve the Tongass. 
 
Jennifer Cram 
 
Ridgway, CO 81432 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet C and I live in University Park, Maryland. 
 
I urge the EPA to strengthen clean air programs. Do not allow the loophole in the Clean Air Act that would allow 
thousands of major polluters across our country to reduce or eliminate their pollution controls. 
 
Our country and its citizens desperately need the strongest Clean Air Act ever! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Janet C 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn C and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn C 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: rich 
Last name: c 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is rich c and I live in Chula Vista, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, rich c 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: S 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I severely disagree with the proposal to exempt the Tongass National Forest from he 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule. The Tongass is the largest forest in the nation and it provides one of the largest habitats 
and home to a large variety of animals. It is very important part of the environment for Alaska which took 
centuries to develop, and disrupting a small part of it would affect the forest and would take more centuries to 
develop. If you were to build roads within the forest, it would provide an increase of jobs but it would also 
increase the temperature due to the decrease in the amount of trees that would be taking carbon dioxide from 
the air. The Tongass being such a large forest, if it were to be cut down, an cold place such as Alaska would 
definitely feel the difference in temperature. With my terrible 15 minute essay, I would advise you not to exempt 
the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: C 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To whom it may concern: 
 
 
 
I support alternative 1, to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule intact. The national park and national forest lands were 
set aside for preservation by previous generations for future generations. This current generation of lawmakers 
have taken all that for granted and are abusing that stewardship. The purpose of national lands is for the 
preservation and conservation of the future, not the exploitation of wealth for the oligarchy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:18:55 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: C.Dennis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve C. Dennis 
Columbia, SC 29223 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:29:05 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: C.Waldron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carla C. Waldron 
Woodstock, NY 12498 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Cabanelas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Cabanelas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Cabanelas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Cabanelas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Cabanelas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1159 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Cable 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6474 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Cabot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen Cabot and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
The Tongass must retain it roadless rule protections, as all of Alaska should. As a very large temperate forest, 
the Tongass is important in storing carbon and thus buffering climate change. And it harbors an intact 
ecosystem that supports Tlingit survival, and important recreation benefits. The trees do more left alive and the 
forest should remain intact. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Colleen Cabot 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Cacciabando 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Cacciabando and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
Please protect and preserve this wonderful asset. Destroying it will only bring temporary gain as opposed to 
long term that we all receive by protecting this Tongass National Forest area. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jill Cacciabando 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cole 
Last name: Cade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: THOMAS 
Last name: CADENHEAD 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is THOMAS CADENHEAD and I live in Oberlin, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, THOMAS CADENHEAD 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janette 
Last name: Cadieux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Tongass National Forest should NOT be exempted from the Roadless Rule. To do so would be taking a 
step backward. The Tongass serves many functions but only does so well if it remains intact and roadless. The 
Forest loses money on timber sales so it is not even worth in dollars all the damage that is wrought. 
 
Sustain the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Janette Cadieux 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: Cadmus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear US Forest Service, 
 
Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the draft environmental impact statement for the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule. 
 
I live in Juneau, Alaska and regularly use roadless areas for recreation, fishing, and general quality of life 
(Please see my comments to the Scoping for the DEIS, which lists the specific roadless areas that I use 
regularly.) I believe the proposed Alaska exemption from the Roadless Rule will negatively impact my use and 
enjoyment of the Tongass National Forest, and the DEIS fails to properly take into consideration the impact that 
removing the roadless rule will have on local residents' use of the Tongass. 
 
A large amount of small boat, cruise ship, and independent tourism happens near communities. These uses 
often conflict with areas that community members want to use for recreation, fishing, hunting, and subsistence. 
Over the 15 years I've lived In the region, the growing tourism industry has had a notable and negative impact 
on my enjoyment of wild places around the Tongass, and a full exception to the roadless rule will exacerbate 
this impact. Section 3-169 states that the total number of suitable old-growth acres would increase for all 
recreation place categories. The largest absolute increases would occur in home range recreation places, with 
net increases of approximately 25,000 suitable old-growth acres under Alternatives 5 and 6. Home range 
recreation places are those inventoried recreation places within an approximate 20-mile radius of one or more 
communities. Large increases would also occur under Alternatives 5 and 6 in recreation places important for 
marine use, hunting, and tourism, with net gains of about 12,000 to 14,000 suitable old-growth acres (Figure 
3.10-3). Logging near communities will negatively impact local use (I don't want to go recreate in a clear cut). 
Also, both tours operators and locals want to stay close to communities, because going further a field is more 
costly and time consuming. Tour operators will get displaced by logging in roadless areas (who wants to pay for 
tour of a clear cut?). These operators will will most likely keep moving into the areas near communities that we 
locals want to use. 
 
Southeast Alaska is no longer a remote hard to get to place, it is a major tourism destination with pretty much 
every areas being used by locals, tourists, and/or both. I have heard claims that this conflict between local use 
and tourism is mitigated by the fact that small boat cruises generally don't use Wilderness Areas, but this 
comment hides the truth. Tracy Army and Endicott Arm, for example, are so overrun with small boat and cruise 
ship tours that, while these operators don't generally land on National Forest property, they clog the waterways 
so thick that it has a negative impact on any use in the area. Similarly, Pybus Bay has a large lodge with many 
small boats and planes that zip back and forth with loud engines. Seymour canal has so much air traffic to Pack 
Creek it's a little like hanging out under an airstrip. The only places that don't have competing uses are 
extremely remote areas that are either hard to get to or don't have an anchorage or boat landing. 
 
The DEIS does not fully consider the impacts logging has on water based recreation. Section 3-41, states that 
not all tourism (i.e. saltwater fishing and sea kayaking) takes place on Tongass, although forest may provide 
backdrop. This comment is disingenuous for kayaking and fishing. Kayakers, sailors, boaters are choosing 
places largely based on the forest and scenery. Fisherman may be choosing primarily based on quality of 
fishing, but this is linked strongly to intact streams that have not been logged over. Further, any good fishing 
guide is going to take you to the places with good scenery and good fishing - Fisherman are here for the 
scenery too. 
 
I don't understand how an industry that has proven itself to be uneconomic/boom-bust (logging) is being given 
priority over very profitable industries (tourism and fishing) and local use (including my use) of the Forest. The 
proposed Alaska exemption from the Roadless Rule will negatively impact my use and enjoyment of the 
Tongass National Forest, and I support the no action alternative. 
 
Sincerely, 



 
Rob Cadmus 
 
Juneau AK 99801 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Caffrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3984 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Caffrey 
 
Beaver, UT 84713 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Caffrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Sir, 
 
There is no reasonable justification for taking the Tongass National Forrest out of the roadless area 
conservation category. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shalyn 
Last name: Cagle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cahill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Cahill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5452 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joan Cahill 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
*Please *[Text underlined for emphasis] keep the roadless rule intact. 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shawn 
Last name: Cahill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3468 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Shawn Cahill 
 
Dover, NH 03820 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joanna 
Last name: Cahoon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC290 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watersheds and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
Hello. It's becoming widely discussed the role that the Tongas's NF plays in capturing carbon. I encourage you 
to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Brian Cain 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mariah 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3426 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
This is one of the last places that are steelhead still have a good environment and thrive. Let's keep it that way, 
not like the lower 48. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting its fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for 
important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' alternative. Roadless 
areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational 
fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do 
not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to 
survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard Cain 
 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3426 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
This is one of the last places that are steelhead still have a good environment and thrive. Let's keep it that way, 
not like the lower 48. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting its fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for 
important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' alternative. Roadless 
areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational 
fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do 
not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to 
survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Richard Cain 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberta Cain and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
Trees take in CO2, emit oxygen, filter our water supply w their root systems, and deserrve to thrive on the 
planet as part of the ecosystem. Profits for the few (corporate stockholders and exec leaders). Thank you for 
doing ethical thing. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Roberta Cain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Cain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Cain and I live in Riverview, Florida. 
 
To see is to solve. To solve is to repair the elements and processes of an economy that is pollution based. We 
need to create jobs, services, products, and grow foods in a fashion that does not pollute us. We need to create 
jobs that do not make us sick. We need to create jobs that bring our health back to us and restore the natural 
abundance of our Earths resources and all life cycles. It is so despicable and immoral to justify an obvious and 
seen harm that deliberately kills.Removing trees and destroying forests are not an intelligent way to do 
business. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Victoria Cain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Caire 
Organization: Regeneration Springs 
Title:  
Comments: 
I was just in this area and saw how closely the natives live with their environment. Don't fujk it up! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fanning 
Last name: Caitlyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fanning Caitlyn and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fanning Caitlyn 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Calabrese 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is carolacalabrese11@gmail.com and I live in Kansas City, MO. 
 
It is most unfortunate that there is not respect for the wild forests in Alaska and elsewhere, and that some 
would like to destroy the natural habitat for animals. The time is now, to protect our forests, our wild life and our 
climate! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Calabrese 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Calabro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) safeguards roughly 15 million acres of roadless forest 
lands. 
 
Changing the Roadless Rule for Alaska could irreversibly threaten national ancient forests. 
 
I urge you to please maintain protections for our national forests in Alaska. 
 
Please stop the rollback of the important 2001 National Roadless Rule in Alaska and protect our national 
forests! Don't let these lands be destroyed in the name of big business. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ann Calabro 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Calamaro 
Organization: University of Virginia 
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow logging to occur in this forest. There is more benefit that can come out of tourism in the 
long term than short term logging. You will destroy important habitats in doing so. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gino 
Last name: Calandrino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4002 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gino Calandrino 
 
Howell, MI 48843 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Calder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
There are reasons why We the People have PUBLIC LANDS maintained by, and for the benefit and enjoyment 
of ALL Americans, and OFF LIMITS to for-profit private industry. Foremost among those reasons is respect for 
the Preamble's constitutional objective: "We the People of the United States in Order to . . . secure the 
Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity . . ." 
 
Out of respect for the will of the American People and our Constitution, Trump and the private industry interests 
must keep their paws off our Public Lands! There's plenty of land and resources available for sale to private 
industry for their own profit. SAVE AND PROTECT OUR PUBLIC LANDS FOR THE AMERICAN PEOPLE!! 
 
Regards, Kathryn Calder 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Calderwood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule from 2001, I strongly support "Alternative 1", which takes NO action in the 
Tongass region, and saves natural resources from logging. The benefit of keeping these important areas intact 
versus logging them is key to economic security for years to come. In this era of climate change, maintaining 
natural resources is higher value then selling logs to asia, or other markets. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chuck 
Last name: Caldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6398 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule Comment 
As a former chief of the Alaska Department of Labor's Research and Analysis section I am knowledgeable 
about the state's economy. This comment regards the Tongass Roadless Rule. I oppose removing, or 
significantly modifying, the roadless rule within the Tongass National Forest. The long-term impact of 
increasing road building in Southeast Alaska could actually reduce overall employment in the region. 
Without the Roadless Rule most road building in Southeast Alaska would be to provide access for logging. 
Transportation costs make Alaskan lumber noncompetitive to sell much in the lower 48. Asia has been the 
primary market for Alaskan lumber. They prefer the tighter grains of northern spruce, especially for visible 
beams in homes. 
Historically, the bulk of our lumber exports are in cants. This requires little additional employment to process 
the wood after its logged. The Alaska Department of Labor indicated that annual average employment for 
Southeast Alaska in 2018 was 212 for the logging industry. Employment associated with processing the wood 
after logging was only 75. In contrast in the US as a whole wood products manufacturing employment is about 
eight times as high as logging. 
Clearly Southeast Alaska gets far less employment per tree harvested than other areas in the US. 
Unfortunately, eliminating the Roadless Rule for the Tongass would hurt other industries. Building roads in 
areas that are currently roadless would adversely affect fish and wildlife habitats. Health of fish habitats is 
critical to maintain salmon harvest. Maintaining the habitat for salmon benefits employment associated with: 
- Commercial fishing 
-fish processing 
-sport fishing and those businesses that depend upon it, such as  
     -guides 
     -stores that sell boats and fishing tackle 
     -hotels 
    -transportation 
Many tourists come to Alaska to enjoy seeing wildlife and the beauty of undeveloped scenery. In response 
employment associated with tourism to Southeast Alaska has grown strongly. For example in 1977 160,000 
cruise ship came to Juneau. 
That number is expected to reach 1.4 million in 2020, and double further in the following decade. 
The attraction to visit Alaska would be diminished by replacing trees with logged over areas. 
Sincerely, 
Chuck Caldwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chuck 
Last name: Caldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule Comment 
 
As a former chief of the Alaska Department of Labor's Research and Analysis section I am knowledgeable 
about the state's economy. This comment regards the Tongass Roadless Rule. I oppose removing, or 
significantly modifying, the roadless rule within the Tongass National Forest. The long-term impact of 
increasing road building in Southeast Alaska could actually reduce overall employment in the region. 
 
Without the Roadless Rule most road building in Southeast Alaska would be to provide access for logging. 
Transportation costs make Alaskan lumber noncompetitive to sell much in the lower 48. Asia has been the 
primary market for Alaskan lumber. They prefer the tighter grains of northern spruce, especially for visible 
beams in homes. 
 
Historically, the bulk of our lumber exports are in cants. This requires little additional employment to process 
the wood after its logged. The Alaska Department of Labor indicated that annual average employment for 
Southeast Alaska in 2018 was 212 for the logging industry. Employment associated with processing the wood 
after logging was only 75. In contrast in the US as a whole wood products manufacturing employment is about 
eight times as high as logging. 
 
Clearly Southeast Alaska gets far less employment per tree harvested than other areas in the US. 
 
Unfortunately, eliminating the Roadless Rule for the Tongass would hurt other industries. Building roads in 
areas that are currently roadless would adversely affect fish and wildlife habitats. Health of fish habitats is 
critical to maintain salmon harvest. Maintaining the habitat for salmon benefits employment associated with: 
 
* commercial fishing 
 
* fish processing 
 
* sport fishing and those businesses that depend upon it, such as 
 
* guides 
 
* stores that sell boats and fishing tackle 
 
* hotels 
 
* transportation 
 
Many tourists come to Alaska to enjoy seeing wildlife and the beauty of undeveloped scenery. In response 
employment associated with tourism to Southeast Alaska has grown strongly. For example in 1977 160,000 
cruise ship came to Juneau. That number is expected to reach 1.4 million in 2020, and double further in the 
following decade. 
 
The attraction to visit Alaska would be diminished by replacing trees with logged over areas. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chuck Caldwell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dotty 
Last name: Caldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest needs to be left alone. Adequate and correct information is important when 
making this decision, so I strongly encourage you to make sure it is used in the final decision. Also, if the trees 
are cut, the carbon released may contribute enough to climate change that the proper conditions for regrowth 
of the forest will be impossible. Please fully respect the web of life and do not aggravate an already tenuous 
global situation by making it even worse. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaci 
Last name: Caldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kaci Caldwell and I live in Omaha, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kaci Caldwell 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Caldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Caldwell and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
We need to save what little we have left. There is no reason to cut down old growth trees. They are an 
important part of out ecosystem and have just as much right to the earth as we do. We need to make a stand 
somewhere, this should be important to everyone in the world. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Abigail 
Last name: Calkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Abigail Calkin and I live in Gustavus, AK. My husband and I have lived in SE Alaska for 22 years. 
We also own 20 acres of forest in Oregon's Willamette Valley. (My father was a chemist whose specialty was 
pulp and paper as well as conservation and ecology of forests; he had a worldwide reputation in this area.) We 
depend on the forest for our firewood, building supplies, wind protection, and pure pleasure of walks and writing 
inspiration location. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, 
practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations 
foraging for wild foods, fishing, hunting. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild 
foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, Chichagof Island, Baranof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the 
central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon 
Entrance Kupreanof Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Kuiu Island, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo 
Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Why would I want to 
destroy the land where I live and have lived (SE Alaska, Oregon, Maine, New Hampshire, planet Earth)? Why 
do I want to destroy the maintenance and restoration of clean air and water? Why do I want to destroy our land 
for future generations? I can think of no reasons.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 



No, except to say that Trump and Dunleavy, and too many others, seem to be more interested in personal 
profit than the very lives of their grandchildren and great-grandchildren, on to future descendents. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Call 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Call and I live in Layton, UT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am not lucky enough to live close to the Tongass National Forest but even from 2000 miles away it still effects 
me daily. It's existence has global significance. We need its millions of trees and old growth to help repair 
damage that's already been done. The Tongass is worth protecting. In addition to the global benefits, the 
Tongass is an integral part of the heritage of Southeast Alaska. As such it's importance to many people is 
immeasurable. It's existence makes life better for all of us. We shouldn't ruin what we'll need in the future by 
wasting the resources we have now. Please protect our temperate rain forest. "No Action" is the only 
responsible choice. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible 
wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, 
the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and 
all the biodiversity it contains, its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its 
sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices, support small-scale, sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old 
growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not 
create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the 
entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Callaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Your job is not to give away American treasures to poluting industries. We the American people are sick and 
tired of corruption. The vast majority of Americans want the Forest Service to actually protect our forests! Stop 
promoting the death of creatures who depend on forests as habitat and the destruction of precious, 
irreplaceable national treasures offer the short-term profits of polluters. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jean Callaghan 
 
APO, AE 09053 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Callaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4084 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I support the Roadless Rule and do not want Logging to take place. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Russell Callaghan 
 
Sammamish, WA 98074 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Callaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4084 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I support the Roadless Rule and do not want Logging to take place. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Russell Callaghan 
Sammamish, WA 98074 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Callaghan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Callahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Proponent of Alternative 1 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
Please allow us and future generations to enjoy the beauty and splendor of the forest. Allow nature to continue 
to proliferate on her own accord. Removing old growth forest that has taken thousands of years to form is 
recklessly irresponsible and unnecessary. I urge you to select alternative 1, and leave the roadless rule in 
place. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Chris 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Callahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:53:31 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Callahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ellen Callahan 
Gorham, ME 04038 
 
 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Callahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I recommend alternative 1-no action. The roadless rule should remain in effect in the Tongass. I grew up in 
Alaska and plan to spend the rest of my life here, I want future generations to be able to experience the 
wildness of our rainforest the same way that I have. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 5:45:27 PM 
First name: Tori 
Last name: Callard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tori Callard and I live in Fenton, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
They are very important to our environment and to the whole world. Why would someone not want to protect 
wildlife, it is amazing 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, 
the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports the high density of incredible wildlife it 
contains, the recreational opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Callistion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC718 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Geoff 
Last name: Calver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
I am reaching out to voice my support for Alternative One, no renewed road building or logging in Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Geoff Calver 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juan 
Last name: Calvillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3365 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Juan Calvillo 
 
Milwaukie, OR 97267 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Devon 
Last name: Calvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The singular quality that distinguishes the Tongass from all others in the national forest system is this: Wild. In 
Southeast Alaska we are very fortunate not to have to drive hours and hours to escape the suburbs, we can 
step outside our back doors and enter a microcosm that exists and evolves independent from the works of 
man. I have spent nearly half my life in the Tongass. Between construction work and commercial fishing, I love 
to explore the nameless peaks, valleys, and streams of Baranof island. I love the feeling of being in places that 
few have traveled, and gaining the geographical and ecological knowledge that a place provides. 
 
One must travel by foot to access its most beautiful troves of timber, aesthetic alpine ridges, and deepest 
pools. I recognize that many parts of the Tongass are no longer in the ecological condition they were once in 
before the commercial logging heyday, but believe there are many wild places that appear to be substantially 
untouched by man. Those of us who love such places have a duty to protect them from incursion. 
 
To build roads into the heart of these wild places in order to harvest the oldest of trees would be a biological 
treason that would inevitably diminish the wild quality of these lands. For this reason I am opposed to any 
alternative that permits the continued practice of large- scale commercial logging. I feel the preferred alternative 
to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule runs contrary to the agency's goal of 
transitioning to second-growth timber harvest. I would hope that forest managers would continue to consider 
the importance of wild places in a world that is becoming increasingly controlled by mankind. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: L 
Last name: Camacho 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is L Camacho and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
Please protect the environment and the earth that protects us.  Stop protecting corporate profits. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, L Camacho 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lael 
Last name: Camacho 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not exempt the Tongass from the 2001 roadless rule! 
 
I am opposed to reversing the limits on tree cutting in the Tongass National Forest. Huge old-growth stands 
provide habitat for wildlife and 40% of West Coast wild salmon span in the Tongass. Road building that would 
be required to remove more timber will damage habitat. There are more compelling reasons for maintaining the 
tree cutting limits in the Tongass than for eliminating them. We must protect planet earth! Lael Camacho 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Camasi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do NOT exempt Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule! This National 
treasure should be preserved in its pristine state. Opening this forest to logging and the roads that would 
require would be devastatingly destructive, and a horrible use of a natural resource. The Tongass Forest is one 
of the few American Old Growth Forests and should be protected for it's own sake, but also for the role it plays 
in sequestering carbon and producing oxygen. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Cameron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Cameron and I live in [@advCity], New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debra Cameron 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 4:22:58 AM 
First name: HELEN 
Last name: CAMERON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helen Cameron and I live in Chicago, IL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I want to preserve wild untouched nature for posterity. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Johanna 
Last name: Cameron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Johanna Cameron and I live in [@advCity], NV. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is one of the last untouched temperate rainforests in the world. It is one of the 
hearts of our planets and sustains the entire Pacific ecosystem. Without it, hundreds of species would be at 
risk. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Cameron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule 
 
I absolutely support Option 1. 
 
Lynne Cameron 
 
Skagway, Ak 99840 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Cameron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Cameron and I live in Little Rock, Arkansas. 
 
We cannot replace these ancient trees and clean waterways or the importance they have in our global 
ecosystem . Don't let GREED destroy our civilization!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Margaret Cameron 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 7:29:14 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Camhi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule protects old-growth habitat for birds such as the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer.  Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will completely fragment the forest,  eliminating more big old trees that these animals rely on. You ought 
to know that, intact, ancient forests serve as strongholds of climate resilience.   The Tongass is one of world's 
largest. 
 
Yet all the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more road building and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars annually, with zero return on investment.  These destructive activities only degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching and tourism. 
 
It is time to quit opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass.  I strongly urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative 
(Alternative 1) and thereby permit  the Roadless Rule to remain for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Camhi 
Novato, CA 94949 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Camillos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maggie Camillos and I live in Ridgefield, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maggie Camillos 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cammarata 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1 -- Take no action 
 
I'm writing to voice my support for Alternative 1 which would mean taking no action and leaving all of the 
Tongass National Forest roadless. 
 
 
 
Anita C 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave the forests and trees alone. The basis of this rule is intentional disinformation. Read The Lorax by 
Geisel/Seuss to understand better. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: anneke 
Last name: campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is anneke campbell and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
At this time of climate emergency, nothing is more important that protecting our forests especially those with old 
growth trees. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, anneke campbell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brenton 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC370 
 
USDA Forest Service, 
 
I would like to see the Tongass National Forest *protected from any action* [text underlined for emphasis] than 
will cause developments. I would like to see the forest remain *untouched* [text underlined for emphasis] and 
*no action* [text underlined for emphasis] taken on development. This means I want *no road construction or 
harvesting of timber.* [text underlined for emphasis] 
 
I want to see the Tongass protected to the fullest extent. 
 
Regards 
 
Brenton Campbell 
 
Annapolis, MD 21409 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
December 15-16, 2019 
 
 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
 
 
Re: Comments on DEIS on Alaska Roadless Rule Docket FS-2019-0023 
 
 
 
To whom it may concern at the U.S. Forest Service and beyond: 
 
 
 
The environmental impact process under NEPA is legally expected to offer a reasonable range of alternatives. 
However, there were no clearly environmental alternatives - since the documents make it clear that there are 
many exceptions in the 2001 Roadless Rule. (Thus, Alternative 1 is the best of the alternatives offered.) In the 
supplemental Draft EIS, please come up with an alternative which would uphold the 2001 Roadless Rule, allow 
considerably less exceptions that permit destructive activities on the Tongass, plus include some old-growth 
stands surrounded by a sea of clearcuts, as well as some non-inventoried roadless areas under the umbrella of 
2001 Roadless Rule protections. Thus please offer an alternative in a supplemental draft EIS that improves 
Alternative 1, but beware of the poorly named "Roadless Priority" ARAs portion proposed in Alternative 2, 3, 4, 
and 5! 
 
 
 
Hereafter, I call for the differentiation in all Tongass National Forest documents between "islands" surrounded 
by the sea, and "islands" in relation to isolated old-growth stands amidst a sea of clearcuts. I realize that most, 
but not all, references in the DEIS document and Executive Summary are related to islands of timber. 
 
 
 
I thought I was fairly familiar with the 2001 Roadless Rule, but in doing related research for this comment on 
the DEIS on the so-called Alaska Roadless Rule, I sadly discovered that almost any pathetic excuse is used to 
be able to construct or reconstruct a road to almost anywhere! While the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule was still the crowning achievement for the Clinton Adm. in relation to the environment, but one would 
hope that protection would mean actual protection rather than merely being a word that is used to look 
impressive while actually being full of holes like Swiss cheese. I was also surprised to read in the official 
documents that a good percentage of the Tongass National Forest is not forested -- particularly note Table 
3.3a-1 which is called "Major Cover Types on the Tongass National Forest by Biogeographic Province (NFS 
Lands Only)" as well as the "Unproductive Forest and Non-Forested Lands" section which ssays that 
"Approximately 40 percent of the Tongass National Forest consists of non-forest lands (Table 3.3a-1).". Thus, 
the forested areas, and particularly the old-growth forested areas of the Tongass, need actual protection from 
roading, logging, drilling, and mining abuse, rather than just use the word to try to get away with a ploy to 
dismember the system of somewhat protected roadless areas. I am also quite disturbed about the huge 



amount of acreage that apparently is going to be logged even under the seemingly protective umbrella of the 
2001 Roadless Rule - this shows that sad compromises were already made in coming up with that roadless 
rule, and then there was an interim judicial phase where timber managers tried to liquidate many forests before 
roadless regulations kicked in. 
 
 
 
I do not believe the second sentence in the Executive Summary which says that "This Draft EIS (DEIS) 
discloses the potential environmental consequences that might result from the proposed actions and 
alternatives." This document obfuscates environmental impacts, and particularly cumulative environmental 
impacts. One cannot pretend that the same number of board feet will be cut, the same number of road miles 
will be built, and there will be no difference in the impact on wildlife species under each of the alternatives 
including the No Action Alternative. 
 
 
 
While Alternative 2 has an ecologically reasonable proposal to add old-growth stand steppingstones to a 
potential Alaska Roadless Rule, yet sadly Alternative 2 would convert "a net of 18,000 old-growth acres and 
10,000 young-growth acres, previously identified as unsuitable timber lands, to suitable timber lands". Another 
huge negative impact of at least Alternatives 2 through 5 (and very likely Alt. 6 too) is what is referred to as 
"Roadless Priority". Seeing that the so-called "Roadless Priority" Alaska Roadless Areas are admitted to be 
"less restrictive" than the 2001 Roadless Rule as far as what habitat-destroying activities are allowed. What 
may be most disturbing - yet hardly mentioned in the documentation - is that the so-called "Roadless Priority 
ARA" "provides for infrastructure development to connect and support local communities, and road construction 
/ reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals." It goes on to say that "The leasable 
minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development." How will such drilling and 
mining activity impact habitat for rare species? Basically, get rid of the so-called Roadless Priority ARAs since 
they are a contradiction in terms, and since they are ridden with loophole exceptions even to the extent of 
allowing such things as fracking and coal-mining on this precious national forest. Certainly it is a no-brainer to 
insist that there be careful analysis of likely shifts in air and water quality, in species habitat, and in carbon 
sequestration and oxygen production if new roads were allowed in roadless area to access often quite toxic 
mines. Please do so in that Supplemental Draft EIS that I call upon you to research and churn out. 
 
 
 
Seeing that the Forest Service is part of the administration of the King of "Fake News" who obviously learned to 
tell "Big Lies" (as in re-inventing reality) as part of his obsession with Nazi propaganda books which he kept on 
his bed-side table, it is not totally surprising that up is down and left is right in terms of the claim that USDA truly 
"desires a durable and long-lasting regulation for the conservation and management of roadless areas on the 
Tongass". This is an incorrect claim - the proposal is to eliminate (under Preferred Alternative # 6) roadless 
protections or to at least dismember the crowning achievement of the Clinton Presidency, the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule, due to pressure by extractive industries on the State of Alaska and other beholden 
elected officials! 
 
 
 
In the section explaining why some advised alternatives were not researched, it says that the "Giving 
management of the Tongass to the State of Alaska" "alternative was eliminated from detailed study because it 
does not respond to the purpose and need, which is to consider options for a state-specific roadless rule that 
will better incorporate the economic interest concerns and statutory requirements while conserving roadless 
area characteristics". That is right, things like habitat, carbon sequestration and oxygen production are 
afterthoughts - this document is a result of greedy interests in the State of Alaska. I call for an independent 
investigation into the e-mails and other correspondence involved between extractive industries and the Alaska 
governor office which was the origin of this proposal to eliminate the RACR for the Tongass National Forest. 
Perhaps such correspondence will expose the truth about what was behind this major shift to dump the federal 
roadless rule. Then put that as your supposed "Purpose and Need" in a supplemental Draft EIS document. 
 
 
 



Under the Tongass Land & Resource Management Plan, it says that "The proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
would supersede direction in the Tongass Forest Plan." However, if the preferred alternative is chosen, there 
will be no Roadless Rule relating to the Tongass National Forest - thus no "Alaska Roadless Rule" either! Yet 
another part of the document seeks to assure readers that you don't have to worry about roadless forests and 
related species losing their protection because the Tongass Forest Plan would remain in place to guide 
management. WHICH IS IT? 
 
 
 
It seems to me that there is no Alaska Roadless Rule (at least applying to the Tongass National Forest and this 
DEIS) unless Alternative 2, 3, 4, or 5 are chosen. 
 
 
 
I have never seen such laziness (if not laziness, deceit!) in the preparation of a NEPA document which 
pretends that the same amount of board-feet, the same length of roads, and the same impact on wildlife will 
occur under every alternative!!!!! This fact alone should result in the total tossing of this document, or get to 
work on a more honest supplemental DEIS document! 
 
 
 
Projected timber board-feet is often inflated in general in Forest Plans as compared to reality, and thus using 
an exaggerated figure for alleged Tongass timber board-feet apparently was a pre-requisite to the preposterous 
claim that everything will be the same no matter the alternative in terms of timber volume, road mileage, and 
species habitat. Excuse me, I know this is not popular among some leaders in the Executive Branch these 
days, but try to integrate that pesky thing called S C I E N C E into your documents! There is ZERO SCIENCE 
related to claims that all alternatives will basically result in the same outcomes in terms of timber volume, road 
mileage, and quality of species habitat. 
 
 
 
There are preposterous claims several places in the document that they don't need to touch the Tongass 
Forest Plan because all impacts and road mileage and board-feet will be the same under all alternatives. 
Besides being concerned about the preposterous claims that everything will be equal no matter what the 
alternative, if this was actually the case, then there was no reason to embark on examining a possible Alaska 
Roadless Rule except for pressure by industry on the State of Alaska to get their old boy power-players to 
dismember roadless protections in our nation's largest national forest. I noticed a couple places in the 
document where it says that if the timber cut is not meeting its targets, that there can essentially be a frenzy of 
logging later in the decade (decade beginning with Tongass Forest Plan of 2016) to make up for smaller than 
estimated timber volumes in earlier years of the decade. I see no analysis in the DEIS in regards to this short-
term liquidation to get the estimated cut board-feet out. Such analysis needs to be a key component of a 
supplemental draft EIS. I notice the admission in the 3rd section of the DEIS under Cumulative Effects that the 
document says: "Note that the actual amount is less than that projected under the Forest Plan FEIS, and may 
continue to be less under all of the alternatives (see the Timber section of this DEIS for additional discussion)." 
 
 
 
This document would be a lot more meaningful if had "detailed analyses of landscape connectivity and 
fragmentation [that]are typically conducted at the project level where individual patches of contiguous old-
growth forest habitat and movement corridors can be identified", rather than vague assertions that the 
connectivity will suffice to maintain viable populations of wide-ranging species no matter what action alternative 
is chosen. 
 
 
 
I notice under Appendix G at the bottom of the online FEIS document that all sorts of mostly bogus excuses are 
used to be able to build roads despite alleged protections being in place for roadless areas under the 2001 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule. 
 



 
 
There needs to be a lot more clarity in regards to the noted "transition" that will take place shifting logging to 
younger growth on the Tongass National Forest. Numbers such as 10 years, 15 years, and 16 years were 
used. When will the phase-in to younger growth begin? While generally focusing on logging younger growth is 
a positive development, however I noticed that even under younger growth logging there is language allowing 
focusing on the larger trees within the given land unit even though it is generally younger-growth in the area. 
This are some of the same pathetic commercial forestry practices that has resulted in removal of old-growth to 
then focus on concentrated replanting of monoculture conifer seedlings in overstocked plantations which are a 
serious fire hazard in forests further south - while fires seem to be reaching more forests further north toward 
the Arctic than the normally frequent. Also, while the document admits that the larger trees of the younger 
growth will be focused on first - unless they just mow /clearcut it all down, yet I did not see in the DEIS as to 
how much old-growth forests would still be roaded, logged, and even fracked/mined even after the transition to 
younger-growth logging began. 
 
 
 
I like the wording under "Key Issue 1 - Roadless area conservation" in regards to the importance of the 
Tongass National Forest. "The Tongass includes large undeveloped areas, with several portions of the Forest 
consisting of contiguous roadless areas that exceed one million acres and represent large blocks of 
unfragmented wildlife habitats, undeveloped or natural areas, and opportunities for primitive recreation and/or 
solitude. This large scale of roadless area, including wildernesses and national monuments, does not exist 
anywhere else in the NFS outside of Alaska. The Tongass is the largest national forest in the United States, 
and the majority of the Tongass is in a natural condition, unlike most other national forests. It represents one of 
the largest, relatively intact temperate rainforests in the world. Also under the Key Issue 1 heading are 3 
sentences discussing the ecosystem services that the Tongass National Forest provides: "Ecosystem services 
represent the services provided to society by healthy ecosystems. These services and benefits include what 
some consider to be long-term life support benefits to society as a whole. Examples of ecosystem services 
include watershed services, soil stabilization and erosion control, improved air quality, climate regulation, 
carbon sequestration, and biological diversity." 
 
 
 
I did not notice (in the parts of the DEIS that I read) any specific mention as to which DEIS alternatives would 
allow road-building entry to cause fragmentation and thus damage to habitat in those several portions of the 
Tongass which feature contiguous roadless areas totaling more than a million acres. How many of the 
alternatives would fragment the large contiguous roadless areas on the Tongass? The DEIS does admit that 
the Preferred Alternative / Alt. 6 would rank lowest in terms of acreage of roadless areas designated. Then it 
claims that Alternative 6 would still be "moderate" in terms of overall protection. Allowing the most ancient 
forest habitat to be declared suitable for logging of any of the alternatives is not "moderate" protection but a 
dangerous assault not only on local resources and habitat, but also on essential ecosystem services for 
complex living beings (including humans) on Planet Earth. The part of the document which claims that less 
than a certain amount of financial damage to people from management activities would occur from such 
activities clearly have not considered the inestimable damage that is already happening from further 
destabilization of climate and of the hydrologic cycle. Due to accelerating ocean acidification, the algae in the 
ocean will mostly die before the year 2050, and thus other sources of oxygen (trees and plants) will become in 
great demand (if we can breathe enough during the transition). Impacts due to ocean acidification, due to ice-
caps melting at a much faster rate than predicted, and due to other recent madness such as burning much of 
the Amazon followed by the Trump Adm. taking a key climate-related step in the USA. But that climate step 
was in the wrong direction, and the step was calling for elimination of the Clinton Administration's Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule in relation to the 16.7 million acre Tongass National Forest in order to help extractive 
industries in this vital area of the planet for temperate rainforest conservation. 
 
 
 
Under "Key Issue 3 - Conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity" The document says 
that "The Old-growth Habitat Conservation Strategy was developed to maintain the integrity of the old-growth 
forest ecosystem, and thereby conserve biological diversity across the Forest by retaining intact, largely 
undisturbed habitat." That sounds good except that the steppingstones of old-growth involved with some of this 



conservation strategy are insufficient as far as connectivity for species such as the Prince of Wales flying 
squirrel. Biologists have already noted excessive fragmentation in many areas of the Tongass NF which 
interferes with providing steppingstone dispersal habitat for the Prince of Wales flying squirrel. This species is 
noted for its strong preference for the "lowest level of fragmentation than elsewhere on the landscape" (Pyare 
et al 2010). A quote from DEIS Section 3 says, "some biologists suggest that many reserves on Prince of 
Wales Island may be too small or spaced too far apart to support populations of Prince of Wales flying squirrels 
over the long term or maintain functional connectivity to support a back-and-forth between flying squirrel 
populations (Pyare and Smith 2005; Smith et al 2011)." Yet the Forest Service was pushing a huge old-growth 
timber sale on Prince of Wales island despite biologist concerns that Prince of Wales flying squirrel habitat is 
already too fragmented to support the species survival long-term. 
 
 
 
Another important rare endemic species is the Prince of Wales spruce goose, who also happen to be prime 
prey species for the goshawk and for martens, also has serious dispersal issues. The DEIS notes that "Timber 
harvest and associated fragmentation may lead to population declines if open areas are too large or forested 
patches are spread too far apart to enable spruce goose to move between them (greater than 1 mile). 
Clearcuts may present a dispersal barrier to this species due to the thick logging debris often present which 
could inhibit walking, this species' preferred method of movement (Russell 1999)." It also warns that road 
systems bring more hunters who like to shoot spruce goose, so please make that a consideration when 
considering various road projects on the Tongass. Thus, the spruce goose (and some associated goshawk and 
marten) will see a deterioration of their habitat or prey species under not only all action alternatives, but will 
even be strained under all the logging somehow included in the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
I imagine that some areas roaded and logged/exploited under Alternative 5 would generally also be roaded and 
logged/exploited under Alternative 6. The write-up in the DEIS on Alternative 5 warns of decreasing biological 
diversity due to fragmentation particularly in the North Central Province of Prince of Wales biogeographic 
province, as well as in the Kupreanof/Mitkof Island, and in the vicinity of Etolin Island due to logging proposed 
under this Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS which would see their old-growth trees reduced by 2 to 3%. I see a 
disturbing sentence that reads, "Assuming harvest patterns follow the distribution of suitable old-growth, the 
provinces where harvest is likely to increase more than 200 acres over 100 years include East Chichagof 
Island, East Baranoff Island, Kupreanof/Mitkof Islands, Central Coast Range, Etolin Island & Vicinity, and 
Revilla Island/Cleveland Peninsula." Well, so much for transitioning to younger growth if it is assumed that 
loggers and their damaging machinery will "follow the distribution of suitable old-growth" rather than really focus 
on a transition or on protecting habitat. 
 
 
 
All action alternatives convert tens of thousands of acres to hundreds of thousands of old-growth forest acres 
into areas declared suitable for timber production - while even the Roadless Rule itself was weakened by 
Alaska influence to allow all sorts of damaging activities. Please improve Alternative 1 partially by adding old-
growth forest islands amidst clearcuts as an Alaskan interpretation of the 2001 Roadless Rule so that 
fragmentation does not increase anymore in this global treasure known as the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Sincerely concerned, 
 
 
 
Bruce Campbell 
 
 
 
P.S. Despite this very form that I am typing upon saying that comments are requested on December 17th, I 
have just tried to send my comments a few times, but only have gotten as far as the I'm not a robot part, then I 



clicked on Submit again (and again), but nothing happened as far as sending my comments to the Tongass 
official. 
 
 
 
I checked on the afternoon of December 16th, and was informed that Robin Dale of the Ecosystem Planning 
Staff who is Project Coordinator regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule process reminded this fellow that 
comments will be taken through about midnight on December 16th. I actually was going to send some of my 
comments before midnight Pacific coast time, but did not find an e-mail address. I could sure use such an 
address because I appear unable to send my comment using this electronic form. I did just click California 
under "State" and eliminated it where it somewhat automatically appeared under Province/Region. I'll try that 
I'm not a robot, and will try one more time this morning. (I will call Alaska later in the day if I am unsuccessful.) 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express my objection to making the Tongass exempt from the roadless rule. I have lived and 
worked in Alaska for six years. Recreating in my seakayak and working in the tourist industry I have come to 
understand the importance of wild, untrammeled places for both the individual and the Alaska State, Making 
the Tongass exempt from the roadless rule is equivalent of offering up our most sacred house to renters who 
won't pay much but will loot, pollute and destroy in the name of short term profits for few. Alaskans are waking 
up to the destruction of the wild places, untrammeled habitat, free flowing spawning grounds that make up the 
soul of the state (not to mention the economy.) The roadless rule is the last defense for the already decimated 
stands of old growth spruce and hemlock the Tongass is famous for. The logging done off of these new roads 
will create jobs for few and paper products that quite literally add insult to injury: pulp, toilet paper. 
 
 
 
You may think that removing the roadless rule will appease conservative constituents, or that conservative 
voters can be swept along with the current regime narrative: regulations keep you off your land, regulations 
keep money out of your pocket, regulations are a waste. But Alaskans are smarter, and their connection to the 
land, the game, the fish guides them to see this prosposed action for what it is: the selling out of a national, a 
global treasure to appease an already wealthy and powerful majority. 
 
 
 
I have also had the pleasure of working alongside interpreters and activists of the Hoonah Tlingit. You should 
know that they will not stop fighting. They will use the growing platform of native people to shine a spotlight on 
the bought pollutions and government officials who have proposed this action. If the USDA does not uphold its 
duty to manage land in the interest of US citizens of today and the future, the Tlingit activists in particular will 
not let them sleep. 
 
 
 
And please, spare the embarrassment and scandal of proposing this deforestjng measure at the same time that 
climate change is starving Glaciers of ice, killing salmon in warm annoxic streams, ravaging the state with 
unprecented wildfires, and thawing the ground beneath your constituents feet. Now? In this crisis, you want to 
propose a rule that will allow for the felling of trees that have socked up carbon for millennia. I do not work for 
the Forest Service or the USDA, but if I did and this action went through, I would be embarrassed to show up at 
an agency that proports using science yet willfully ignores scientists and stokes the flames of a crisis already 
eroding the economy and livelihoods of Alaskans. 
 
 
 
No one could, in good faith, support removing the roadless rule in the Tongass. I object over this measure. I 
hope that public comment periods do actually matter. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5174 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
We need to preserve what we can of these old growth forests. There is no replacing them again. Keeping this 
for fish, wildlife and ourselves should be the first consideration. Please maintain the integrity of the current 
roadless rule. 
 
Respectfully, Chuck Campbell 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles Campbell 
 
Orchard Park, NY 14127 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:55:04 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
At this time it is more important than ever to preserve all remaining old-growth forest and wilderness.  The 
Tongass belongs to all Americans, not just extractive industries.  Once it is degraded and fragmented it is gone 
forever. 
 
Sincerely, 
Charlotte Campbell 
Albany, OR 97321 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charlotte Campbell and I live in Albany, Oregon. 
 
The Roadless Rule must not be compromised, especially in the Tongass Forest. Not only are these lands 
irreplaceable habitat for plants and wildlife, it is one of the last places on earth storing carbon over a vast 
enough area to help overcome the effects of climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Charlotte Campbell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Delores 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Delores Campbell and I live in Haleiwa, Hawaii. 
 
Please stop this madness. Our planet is in trouble and these forests are the life blood of our oxygen which we 
all need in order to be alive. What is your thinking. Do not approve this request of the President and the 
corporations whose only motive is financial profit and not to support life and all that call this forest and its 
beautiful ecosystem home. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Delores Campbell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Duane 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
I support Alternative 1 - the first should remain roadless. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Duncan 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 8:12:40 AM 
First name: Elle 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elle Campbell and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I've lived in the Tongass my entire life - the forest is the 
lifeblood of our southeast community, giving us everything from fish to berries to the literal oxygen we breathe. I 
am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future 
generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 3: open up roaded roadless and build 
logical extensions. It shows the Forest Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan 
communities. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish 
habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Wrangell and Etolin Islands. I 
want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption 
ignores the wishes of the communities that live in the Tongass and feels like another way for this administration 
to ruin the most beautiful parts of America without seeing them firsthand. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the removal of the roadless rule in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
Plenty of wilderness set aside in ANILCA, further restrictions are not required. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jordan 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6051 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3549 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Larry Campbell 
 
Fort Mill, SC 29707 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3351 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Larry Campbell 
Fort Mill, SC 29707 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3549 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Larry Campbell 
Fort Mill, SC 29707 
 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Campbell and I live in Emmaus, Pennsylvania. 
 
America is the land of the free with the freedom to speak up for our national treasures. The Native tribes whose 
ancestral ground means so much to them from an emotional and historical background must be involved in any 
decision concerning this sacred ground. All Americans need to be heard as we speak up for the continued 
preservation of our public lands so they can be enjoyed for generations to come. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Campbell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Liz Campbell and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
more than ever we need to preserve wild forests. they store carbon, they create oxygen and they provide 
shelter and habitat for biodiversity which is detrimentally reduced world wide and will harm out species as well. 
Wake up. Global warming is real and is more and more devastating. Forest are a buffer. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Liz Campbell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynette 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support removal of the roadless rule in the Tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 4:28:08 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Megan Campbell and I live in Sand Lake, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The Tongass National Forest is one of the last remaining intact temperate rainforests in the world and is home 
to unique and protected creatures seldom found anywhere else in the United States. The protection of these 
wildlife habitats needs to take precedence over building a road. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stacy 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5545 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
alternative one 
 
Hello, 
 
I am writing in support of alternative one. The Tongass is an irreplaceable world resource and carbon sink. The 
proposed changes to the existing road less rule threaten to trade short term profits in logging for long-term 
consequences to the fishing industry, as well as the well documented and understood climate change crisis 
that our planet is in. 
 
Thanks. 
 
Tommy Campbell 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Campbell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5786 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: campbell.gina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Wildlife Needs Our Protection. Do not Eliminate. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule instead of the sweeping 
changes the administration is promoting that would completely remove the Tongass National Forest from 
roadless protections. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is one of the last intact temperate rainforests on Earth, with pristine old growth 
forests in its roadless lands. Home to a stunningly diverse array of wildlife including salmon, wolves, bear, deer, 
and birds of prey such as the Northern Goshawk, the Tongass is America's largest and wildest national forest. 
It plays a vital role in absorbing greenhouse gas emissions, storing approximately 8 percent of the total carbon 
of all the national forests of the lower 48 states combined. It also contains sacred sites of great importance to 
Native people of Alaska. 
 
The proposed rule opens an additional 165,000 acres to logging and strips Roadless Rule protections from all 
9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass. It does so with little to no justification or 
documented support. The rule will fragment the forest and harm wildlife that rely on old-growth habitat. For 
example, the rule will allow new roads and logging that threaten important wild salmon populations. 
 
The proposed rule's claim that exempting the entire Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule will have 
only minimal environmental effect is simply not justified by the record, and an overwhelming majority of public 
and stakeholder input favored either maintaining roadless areas or making small modifications. The course 
chosen by the administration ignores the public, fails to find balance, and threatens the crown jewel of the 
National Forest System. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the "no-action" alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Gina Campbell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roger 
Last name: Campber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6069 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Because it's the right thing- 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Campen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Benjamin Campen and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I grew up in Sitka and have lived here for 30 years as 
well as around Angoon when I was younger. I am a commercial salmon fisherman and depend on healthy 
forests and streams to produce the next generation of salmon. I also harvest deer which helps feed my family 
and friends throughout the year. I value intact watersheds and forests not only for their beauty, but also the 
economic opportunity they provide for people in Southeast Alaska. Much of my recreating is done in the 
Tongass and I seek out places that haven't been disturbed and impacted by past logging activity. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure,the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 2: open up roaded roadless. It is a 
workable compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Kuiu Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat 
forelands. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by 
the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me 
that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption 
would harm my livelihood and those of so many others relying on quality watersheds to produce salmon. It 
would also be a huge loss to the tourism industry. When people come to Alaska they don't want to see large 
areas of industial logging and clearcuts.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Campen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenda Campen and I live in Sitka, AK. I have lived in Alaska since 1977; in Southeast Alaska 
since 1979, in Angoon on Admiralty Island and currently in Sitka. I have residences in Angoon and Sitka. My 
two adult children returned to SE AK after college to live in the Tongass - one is a Sitka commercial fisherman 
and the other lives on an island in Icy Strait. We all engage in subsistence activities. My son's commercial 
fishing interests rely on a healthy forest. I help lead Road Scholar programs and those participants ask critical 
questions about the health of the Tongass. They take their experience to their homes across the U.S. I support 
small sawmill operations to help the SE AK economy and local communities. I do not support opening the 
Tongass up for large resource extraction. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, 
foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
practicing my culture, fishing, hunting, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration 
and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal 
responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We are long past 
the days of industrial logging. Many in SE AK have seen the benefits to the other areas of the economy - 
fishing, tourism, recreation. They continue to speak out to preserve the Tongass roadless status. The very clear 
evidence of climate change requires that we consider the value of the forest for carbon sequestration. 
Enhanced marine transportation, small scale logging of second growth trees and local sawmill operations 
would serve the area far better.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 



growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I support the No Action Alternative for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christian 
Last name: Camphire 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christian Camphire and I live in Bradenton, Florida. 
 
Please, please have some common sense. Gutting the Clean Air Act like the Trump Administration wants 
would have disastrous consequences. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christian Camphire 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Campion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Preserve the forest. At this eleventh hour of the climate crisis, we need to preserve all the carbon sinks that we 
can. The local economies around the Tongass National Forest already rely upon fishing and tourism, so cutting 
trees would jeopardize their source of jobs and revenues. Choose plan 1: LEAVE AS IS. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Campogiani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Campolettano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Campolettano and I live in Setauket- East Setauket, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Campolettano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juan 
Last name: Campos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3621 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have been traveling to Alaska every year since 2001 for fishing tips. I have been fortunate to have fished 
throughout the state in the Anchorage, Whittier, King Salmon, Gustavus, Ketchikan, Prince of Whales and 
Dillingham areas. I have stayed with multiple lodges and have hired several day guides during my trips. All of 
these people involved in the fishing industry have told how much their livelihoods depend on salmon and other 
sport fish. I have been fishing on Prince of Wales every year since 2014 and already have a lodge booked for 
2020. With the impacts of climate change, over fishing, ocean pollution adding additional roads in these areas 
will only put more strain on the fisheries. The impacts will lower the amount of fish stocks and hurt the 
lodge/charter owners, their employees and the local economies. The risks are not worth the short term gains. I 
respectively ask that these roadless areas be left intact so that future generations can enjoy them as I have. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Juan Campos 
 
East Wenatchee, WA 98802 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tin 
Last name: Can 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Bid 
 
I support alternative 1 of the draft environmental impact statement to take no action and leave alaska under the 
2001 Roadless Rule. National forests and its inhabitants are a central part to society and the environment. 
Biodiversity is needed to continue living in any meaningful and sustainable way, and the logging of trees 
reduces biodiversity irrecoverably in important areas like national forests. Continual development in areas leads 
to an imbalanced ecosystem, and national forests are central to have pockets of undeveloped land that are 
important on the state, federal, and international level. There needs to be more untouched areas such as this, 
not less, and the act to change the 2001 Roadless Rule is shameful. It is our own values we put on the line as 
a species, and our children's and grandchildren's, and the rest of our descendant's lives we put on the line by 
doing things such as this. I ask the USDA Forest Service to heavily reconsider this as it affects the lives and 
values of our entire species. 
 
Signed, 
 
A concerned citizen 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Canady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4082 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
This is my home, my hunting and fishing area, and a last bastion of old growth Forest. Logging it is just simply 
stupid. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Luke Canady 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Canady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4082 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
This is my home, my hunting and fishing area, and a last bastion of old growth Forest. Logging it is just simply 
stupid. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Luke Canady 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: dorian 
Last name: canalizo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is dorian canalizo and I live in Trinity, Florida. 
 
It is sickening how the current administration cares NOTHING for our nature and wildlife, but puts profits above 
all else. Nothing is sacred and everything is in danger with this group. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, dorian canalizo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Canavan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative #1, in order to preserve our National Lands for future generations, and the health of the 
planet. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Candee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3776 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Candee 
 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Candee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3776 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas Candee 
Exeter, NH 03833 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Candelaria 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexis Candelaria and I live in Baltimore,MD. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I was born and raised among the Tongass trees in Sitka, Alaska and my mother still lives there. As I was 
growing up I was able to watch the forest healing itself from prior clear-cutting and mining activities that 
happened before I was born - but that it was still being affected by years later. The thought of such a beautiful, 
valuable wilderness again being subjected to activities that will kill wildlife, release carbon into the atmosphere, 
and destroy the vistas that maintain our towns tourist industry makes me physically ill. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the Inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest for its status as Americas best natural solution to climate change and 
its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon, its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing 
opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest 
intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands 
wild for future generations its status as a national and global treasure, and the recreational opportunities it 
provides. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping hiking hunting foraging etc) passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement improve fish passage wildlife thinning etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes, develop more 
recreational opportunities like trails and cabins, and establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the 
Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stacy 
Last name: Candow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We need to leave the forests in this country alone. We need to stop cutting them down. We are killing off nature 
and destroying the planet. This has to stop. We need to save what forests we have left. I'm tired of hearing 
about how the planet is being destroyed so the rich can profit over the destruction of Earth. Our children 
deserve a world with trees, clean air and water. Stop cutting down all the trees. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Candrl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am against the exemption. I want to protect our forest and keep logging industry out if possible. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Canepa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Canepa and I live in Warner, New Hampshire. 
 
Removal of these protections are not at the whim of the gutless wonder and he can't just sign a piece of paper. 
These were put in place by Congress &amp;amp; previous real presidents, not an idiot whose idea of a forest 
is Central Park, NYC . 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Canepa 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabe 
Last name: Canfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC325 
 
If a tree falls in the forest but no one pays attention, does it make a sound? What about a whole forest, what 
does that sound like? 
 
The Tongass National Forest is meant to be protected for its sustainability and reciprocal relationship, not 
harvested for it. As a lifelong resident and someone who sees the Tongass for what it is and not its monetary 
value, I say Alternative 1 - keep the Tongass standing. A reciprocal relationship with our resources will bring 
great riches ut requires no destruction. 
 
- Gabe Canfield Ketchikan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Canipe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't cut the rainforest. Everyone talks about the pollution , climate change. The ?? take in the our waste we 
make & release into the Air. If u do cut the tree's . climate change will increase by 40% . That's a fact . it don't a 
?? scientists to know it Will. From 16.7 million acres . so don't cut the tree's save the rainforest . 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Xyra 
Last name: Cann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Xyra Cann and I live in Leesburg, Virginia. 
 
WE must NOT deplete our natural resources out of greed and the misconception that the world needs more 
commerce! Trees are essential to providing our planet with oxygen necessary to all life on Earth! Stop the 
greed and destruction of our natural environment, NOW! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Xyra Cann 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is shortsighted and counterproductive to exempt the Tongass from the National Roadless Rule. Conservation 
rules and regulations exist to protect our environment for future generations. If you breathe air and drink water, 
conservation measures should be top of your priorities. These measures make no difference if we bend or 
break them when convenient for a few rich, well connected individuals. The greater good should prevail. I 
therefore support the no action alternative. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization: Timberworks, LLC 
Title:  
Comments: 
SE Alaska Small-Scale Forest Business Owners Letter Supporting 2001 Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 U.S. Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave., S.W.  
 Washington, D.C. 20250 
 
Ms. Vicki Christiansen 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
1400 Independence Ave., S.W. 
 
Washington, D.C. 20250 
 
Dear SecretaryPerdue and Ms. Christiansen, 
 
We are small-scale forest business owners who make our livelihoods on the lands of the Tongass National 
Forest. We represent loggers, sawmill owners, and wood products businesses. Some of us are just breaking 
into the industry while others have carried on a family business over generations. Each of us hunt, gather, fish, 
and live locally. The forests of Southeast Alaska shape our personal histories, our livelihoods, and our culture. 
We depend entirely on the Tongass. 
 
We have supported one another as some have chosen to continue an approach to forestry that prioritizes 
purchasing, cutting and sustainably using old-growth at the small (less than 10 MMBF) and micro (less than 50 
MBF) level, while others among us have embraced the planned transition to second-growth logging on the 
Tongass National Forest. Additionally, some of us focus entirely on salvaging wood. Together, we produce 
some of the best quality wood products you can find in America. Selling our wood products locally keeps 
money circulating in and between our Southeast Alaskan communities, and enriches our families and our 
region. 
 
We understand the importance of using the Tongass National Forest in ways that ensure the future value of our 
region's wild places, and old-growth forests. We believe that properly managed small- scale, high-value-added 
industries can be economically viable and profitable for our rural communities, while sustaining our natural 
resources, keeping the forest healthy and productive for future generations who will continue to live in the 
Tongass. 
 
For this reason, we urge you to select the No-Action alternative and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on 
the Tongass. 
 
As a result of the Collaborative Stewardship Process initiated under the 1997 Tongass Land Management Plan 
(TLMP), the microsale timber program began in 2000 and has since provided hundreds of microsales at 
volumes usable and affordable by small-scale operators like us, that live and work in the Tongass. These sales 
have been processed locally, helping transform the timber industry from a cut-and-run operation where 



outsiders come in to do the logging, and raw logs get shipped out, to one that supports local communities and 
businesses, without harming the many diverse economic and social 
 
 
 
uses of the landscape. 
 
Since the microsale program allows logging only from the existing road system, it has consistently produced 
sales that are economical not only for the operators involved, but also for the Forest Service and the U.S. 
taxpayer. By harvesting old-growth sustainably, dead or downed wood, as well as wood left as "waste" by 
larger operations, local operators are now at the forefront of logging innovation, as well as conservation, on the 
Tongass. 
 
By avoiding sensitive areas and the practice of clearcutting, the microsale timber program has supported small-
scale operators; reduced litigation; and ensured the continued health and vitality of important deer and wild 
salmon habitat, which in turn supports recreation, tourism, subsistence uses and Southeast Alaska's 
commercial fishing industry. Notably, commercial fishing is an economic backbone of Southeast Alaska. The 
health of Salmon relies upon the health of the Tongass National Forest as it's these streams and rivers which 
produce 80% of the commercial salmon harvested from Southeast Alaska each year. 
 
A recent and successful example of a small sale approach is the 2017 Wrangell Island Timber sale. Originally 
proposed for 90 MMBF, it was ultimately reduced to 5-7 MMBF. This result shrunk this deficit sale to a size 
where the agency could meter out a 10-year supply of more economical supply of small timber offerings to local 
Wrangell operators. 
 
The July, 2nd 2013 Secretary's Memorandum 1044-009 directed management of the Tongass National Forest 
to expedite the transition away from old-growth clearcutting and towards a forest products industry that logs 
predominantly second-growth - or young-growth - forests. The memorandum also affirmed that "this transition 
to a more ecologically, socially, and economically sustainable forest management is a high priority for USDA, 
the Forest Service, and the Tongass National Forest." Since adoption of the 2016 Tongass Land Management 
Plan the Forest Service completed the most intensive young growth timber cruise ever conducted on the 
Tongass (80,000 plots on 40,000 acres of young growth). 
 
Recent analysis of the updated young growth inventory data indicates that we can end the controversial 
practice of clearcutting old-growth on the Tongass now and begin sustainably logging second growth. Mater 
Engineering compiled the analysis in their Tongass in Transition: 2019 Update report (attached). The report 
identified 138,760 currently existing young growth acres in suitable (low environmental risk) areas located 
within 800 feet of existing and open Forest Service roads, with 100% of these acres located at less than 1,000 
feet in elevation. This data clearly shows the transition to logging only young growth is currently possible on the 
Tongass. If the Forest Service is truly serious about a continued logging industry in Southeast Alaska, it is more 
evident than ever that young growth is the answer. As a result, the timber industry in Southeast Alaska can 
immediately stop the controversial practice of industrial-scale old-growth clearcutting. 
 
The fate of the Alaska Roadless Rule is well within your control, Secretary Perdue; selecting the No-Action 
alternative will allow the Forest Service to meet the needs of Southeast Alaskan small-scale wood 
 
 
 
business owners without harming the intact roadless areas so important for the longevity and strength of 
Southeast Alaska's primary job producers -- the fishing and visitor sectors. 
 
Again, we urge you to support keeping the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass National Forest by 
selecting the "No-Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
 
Michael Sallee 
 
PO Box 7603, Ketchikan Ak 99901 



 
Moser Bay, Alaska in Ketchikan Gateway Borough 
 
Description: I've been milling rough-sawn dimensional lumber, primarily with a Mobile Dimension sawmill, since 
the early 1980s. It is a part-time operation supplemented by my commercial fishing and other sources of 
income. With very rare exceptions of purchasing logs, e.g., from a USFS sort yard auction in 1997, my logs 
come almost exclusively from beach-salvage of trees carried to tide water by wind-throw or landslides. I also 
occasionally get logs from neighbors clearing trees from their homesites. While I usually mill these private logs 
for a nominal fee, I have milled logs for half of the grade and species are suitable for filling my own wood 
orders. I've milled logs for a few people that had the means of felling, yarding and towing logs from areas open 
to the USFS 10,000bf free-use program. While I've never kept a rigorous tally of log scales, I'd estimate that 
I've never milled more than about 35,000bf annually. I've milled wood for beams, decking, exterior siding, 
interior paneling, framing, and interior or exterior trim, boat planks and timbers, art projects such as Native 
masks, paddles, bentwood boxes, wide slabs for coffee tables and panels, CVG spruce for windmill blades, etc. 
Except for the few neighbors who can access my mill by a trail the vast majority of the logs coming and lumber 
leaving my mill is by water transport. 
 
Gordon W Chew 
 
T enakee Logging Company 
 
PO Box 24 Tenakee Springs, Alaska 99841 
 
Description: We log only selectively marked timber sales (100,000 bf per year), historically old growth 
 
but now Young Growth. These 50 year old trees are of surprising high quality with almost no defects. 
 
Our Lumber Mill is located in Corner Bay, Alaska 
 
Don (Grizz) Nicholson 
 
Fair N Square Milling 
 
Box 18062 Coffman Cove, AK. 
 
Manufacturing and retail sales of construction lumber 
 
Raw materials sourced from local harvesting operators, 
 
From both private and US Forest Service lands. 
 
Zach LaPerriere 
 
Timberworks, LLC 
 
2212 Sawmill Creek Road Sitka, Alaska, 99835 
 
 
 
Description: My main business is the harvest of dead and down trees to make both functional and sculptural 
wood vessels and bowls. Most of my wood comes from public land, including harvest in roadless areas, by 
USFS permit. The only machinery I use in logging is chainsaws, the rest is taken out the old fashion way: 
carrying, pulling via mechanical advantage, and sledding when snow allows. My customers are around the 
world, and they appreciate that I only harvest Tongass old growth in sustainable manners. I also do a small 
amount of custom fine woodwork, such as cabinetry and doors. For business I use an average of 2-5,000 
board feet per year. Multiple people and organizations have told me that I get some of the highest value per 
board foot of any timber product business in Alaska. I personally suspect that guitar wood may be more 
valuable, though a small percentage of my pieces are upwards of $2,000 with only a few board feet of salvaged 
wood. 



 
Ernie Eggleston 
 
Happy Lumber 
 
Description: A custom sawyer; I don't log anymore but saw wood for others. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 5:02:22 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Southeast Alaska Conservation Council: Juneau Community Public Meeting Testimony 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
 
 Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christiansen, 
 
On November 4th, 2019 the United States Forest Service held a public meeting in Juneau for the Alaska 
Roadless Rulemaking process. Over 200 residents from Juneau attended the meeting which consisted of a 
thirty-five-minute PowerPoint presentation reviewing six alternatives presented in the Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).  This presentation was followed by an opportunity for the 
public to ask questions and receive answers from several Forest Service staff. At this meeting it was clear that 
a majority of the 200&#43; attendees were discouraged and disappointed to find out the meeting would not 
include the opportunity to provide public testimony, and that the meeting would not be recorded and submitted 
for the record.  
 
After this public meeting, several attendees requested Southeast Alaska Conservation Council (SEACC) hold a 
community public meeting, providing space for Juneau residents to give testimony on the record. On December 
16th, 2019, SEACC hired a certified court stenographer and held a community public meeting so that Juneau 
residents would be able to testify for the record. Over 35 community members attended and 21 of those 
attendees provided testimony for the record.  
 
The Southeast Alaska Conservation Council was likewise disappointed in the United States Forest Service's 
failure to properly serve the public by providing an opportunity for the public to comment on the record, as has 
been the case historically. It is our opinion that the public servants of the United States Forest Service is 
missing valuable information by purposely choosing not to include a public testimony process within these 
public meetings, and failing to record the public meetings generally. 
 
Attached please find a cover letter and the recorded testimonies from our community public meeting, which we 
request and expect will be submitted for the record as 21 "unique letters" from the December 16th, Southeast 
Alaska Conservation Council's Juneau Community Roadless Rule Public Meeting. 
 
Moving forward, we urge the Forest Service to record oral testimony at public meetings, for any and all 
rulemaking processes, in fulfillment of the Forest Service's mission and obligation to the public. Please contact 
Dan Cannon, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council's Tongass Forest Program Manager, at dan@seacc.org 
with any further questions about these testimonies. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Trainor 
Executive Director 
 
 
 
--  
 
Dan Cannon 
Tongass Forest Program Manager 
Cell: 440-724-4716 
Office: 907-586-6942 
Pronouns: He/him 
 



Southeast Alaska Conservation Council 
2207 Jordan Ave, Juneau, Alaska 99801 
- Donate - Facebook - Instagram - 
 
 
 
 
 
&quot;Don't be afraid of being vilified, the struggle for justice has never been a popularity contest&quot; - Kumi 
Naidoo 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC39 
 
NO ACTION ON THE TONGASS!!! 
 
Please keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule. Timber is only 1% of the SEAK economy, but fishing and 
tourism are 25%. People come rom all over the world to see the last intact temperate rainforest, and those who 
live here depend on the bounty of the forest for their livelihoods. Protect the Tongass! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



December 17, 2019 

 

The Honorable Sonny Perdue 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 

1400 Independence Ave., S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

 

Ms. Vicki Christiansen 

U.S. Forest Service 

1400 Independence Ave., S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

 

Dear SecretaryPerdue and Ms. Christiansen,  

 

We are small-scale forest business owners who make our livelihoods on the lands of the Tongass 

National Forest. We represent loggers, sawmill owners, and wood products businesses. Some of us are 

just breaking into the industry while others have carried on a family business over generations. Each of 

us hunt, gather, fish, and live locally. The forests of Southeast Alaska shape our personal histories, our 

livelihoods, and our culture. We depend entirely on the Tongass.  

 

We have supported one another as some have chosen to continue an approach to forestry that 

prioritizes purchasing, cutting and sustainably using old-growth at the small (less than 10 MMBF) and 

micro (less than 50 MBF) level, while others among us have embraced the planned transition to 

second-growth logging on the Tongass National Forest. Additionally, some of us focus entirely on 

salvaging wood. Together, we produce some of the best quality wood products you can find in America. 

Selling our wood products locally keeps money circulating in and between our Southeast Alaskan 

communities, and enriches our families and our region.  

 

We understand the importance of using the Tongass National Forest in ways that ensure the future 

value of our region’s wild places, and old-growth forests. We believe that properly managed small- scale, 

high-value-added industries can be economically viable and profitable for our rural communities, while 

sustaining our natural resources, keeping the forest healthy and productive for future generations who 

will continue to live in the Tongass.  

 

For this reason, we urge you to select the No-Action alternative and keep the 2001 National Roadless 

Rule on the Tongass. 

  

As a result of the Collaborative Stewardship Process initiated under the 1997 Tongass Land Management 

Plan (TLMP), the microsale timber program began in 2000 and has since provided hundreds of 

microsales at volumes usable and affordable by small-scale operators like us, that live and work in the 

Tongass. These sales have been processed locally, helping transform the timber industry from a 

cut-and-run operation where outsiders come in to do the logging, and raw logs get shipped out, to one 

that supports local communities and businesses, without harming the many diverse economic and social 



uses of the landscape.  

 

Since the microsale program allows logging only from the existing road system, it has consistently 

produced sales that are economical not only for the operators involved, but also for the Forest Service 

and the U.S. taxpayer. By harvesting old-growth sustainably, dead or downed wood, as well as wood left 

as “waste” by larger operations, local operators are now at the forefront of logging innovation, as well 

as conservation, on the Tongass.  

 

By avoiding sensitive areas and the practice of clearcutting, the microsale timber program has supported 

small-scale operators; reduced litigation; and ensured the continued health and vitality of important 

deer and wild salmon habitat, which in turn supports recreation, tourism, subsistence uses and 

Southeast Alaska’s commercial fishing industry. Notably, commercial fishing is an economic backbone of 

Southeast Alaska. The health of Salmon relies upon the health of the Tongass National Forest as it’s 

these streams and rivers which produce 80% of the commercial salmon harvested from Southeast 

Alaska each year.  

 

A recent and successful example of a small sale approach is the 2017 Wrangell Island Timber sale. 

Originally proposed for 90 MMBF, it was ultimately reduced to 5-7 MMBF. This result shrunk this deficit 

sale to a size where the agency could meter out a 10-year supply of more economical supply of small 

timber offerings to local Wrangell operators.  

 

The July, 2nd 2013 Secretary's Memorandum 1044-009 directed management of the Tongass National 

Forest to expedite the transition away from old-growth clearcutting and towards a forest products 

industry that logs predominantly second-growth – or young-growth – forests. The memorandum also 

affirmed that “this transition to a more ecologically, socially, and economically sustainable forest 

management is a high priority for USDA, the Forest Service, and the Tongass National Forest.” Since 

adoption of the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan the Forest Service completed the most intensive 

young growth timber cruise ever conducted on the Tongass (80,000 plots on 40,000 acres of young 

growth).  

 

Recent analysis of the updated young growth inventory data indicates that we can end the controversial 

practice of clearcutting old-growth on the Tongass now and begin sustainably logging second growth. 

Mater Engineering compiled the analysis in their Tongass in Transition: 2019 Update report (attached). 

The report identified 138,760 currently existing young growth acres in suitable (low environmental risk) 

areas located within 800 feet of existing and open Forest Service roads, with 100% of these acres 

located at less than 1,000 feet in elevation. This data clearly shows the transition to logging only young 

growth is currently possible on the Tongass. If the Forest Service is truly serious about a continued 

logging industry in Southeast Alaska, it is more evident than ever that young growth is the answer. As a 

result, the timber industry in Southeast Alaska can immediately stop the controversial practice of 

industrial-scale old-growth clearcutting.  

 

The fate of the Alaska Roadless Rule is well within your control, Secretary Perdue; selecting the No- 

Action alternative will allow the Forest Service to meet the needs of Southeast Alaskan small-scale wood 



business owners without harming the intact roadless areas so important for the longevity and strength 

of Southeast Alaska’s primary job producers -- the fishing and visitor sectors.  

 

Again, we urge you to support keeping the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass National 

Forest by selecting the “No-Action” alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule.  

 

Thank you for your time and consideration,  

 

Michael Sallee 

PO Box 7603, Ketchikan Ak 99901 

Moser Bay, Alaska in Ketchikan Gateway Borough 

Description: I've been milling rough-sawn dimensional lumber, primarily with a Mobile Dimension 

sawmill, since the early 1980s. It is a part-time operation supplemented by my commercial fishing and 

other sources of income. With very rare exceptions of purchasing logs, e.g., from a  USFS sort yard 

auction in 1997, my logs come almost exclusively from beach-salvage of trees carried to tide water by 

wind-throw or landslides. I also occasionally get logs from neighbors clearing trees from their homesites. 

While I usually mill these private logs for a nominal fee, I have milled logs for half of the grade and 

species are suitable for filling my own wood orders. I've milled logs for a few people that had the means 

of felling, yarding and towing logs from areas open to the USFS 10,000bf free-use program. While I've 

never kept a rigorous tally of log scales, I'd estimate that I've never milled more than about 35,000bf 

annually. I've milled wood for beams, decking, exterior siding, interior paneling, framing, and interior or 

exterior trim, boat planks and timbers, art projects such as Native masks, paddles, bentwood boxes, 

wide slabs for coffee tables and panels, CVG spruce for windmill blades, etc. Except for the few 

neighbors who can access my mill by a trail the vast majority of the logs coming and lumber leaving my 

mill is by water transport. 

 

Gordon W Chew 

Tenakee Logging Company 

PO Box 24 Tenakee Springs, Alaska 99841 

Description: We log only selectively marked timber sales (100,000 bf per year), historically old growth 

but now Young Growth. These 50 year old trees are of surprising high quality with almost no defects. 

Our Lumber Mill is located in Corner Bay, Alaska 

 

Don (Grizz) Nicholson 

Fair N Square Milling 

Box 18062 Coffman Cove, AK. 

Manufacturing and retail sales of construction lumber 

Raw materials sourced from local harvesting operators, 

From both private and US Forest Service lands. 

 

Zach LaPerriere 

Timberworks, LLC 

2212 Sawmill Creek Road Sitka, Alaska, 99835 



Description: My main business is the harvest of dead and down trees to make both functional and 

sculptural wood vessels and bowls.  Most of my wood comes from public land, including harvest in 

roadless areas, by USFS permit.  The only machinery I use in logging is chainsaws, the rest is taken out 

the old fashion way: carrying, pulling via mechanical advantage, and sledding when snow allows. My 

customers are around the world, and they appreciate that I only harvest Tongass old growth in 

sustainable manners. I also do a small amount of custom fine woodwork, such as cabinetry and doors. 

For business I use an average of 2-5,000 board feet per year.  Multiple people and organizations have 

told me that I get some of the highest value per board foot of any timber product business in Alaska.  I 

personally suspect that guitar wood may be more valuable, though a small percentage of my pieces are 

upwards of $2,000 with only a few board feet of salvaged wood. 

 

Ernie Eggleston 

Happy Lumber 

Description: A custom sawyer; I don't log anymore but saw wood for others. 
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JUNEAU COMMUNITY ROADLESS RULE PUBLIC MEETING 

HELD:  DECEMBER 16, 2019, JUNEAU, ALASKA 

 

SUBMITTED DECEMBER 17, 2019, AS A UNIQUE LETTER TO THE UNITED STATES FOREST SERVICE 

 

KRISTINE TROTT:  Kristine Trott, K-R-I-S-T-I-N-E T-R-O-T-T.  99801.  

I've been here -- I moved up to Juneau in 1978.  I sailed up here with my to-be hubby in a trimaran we 
built.  And as we sailed along, we saw places where they had clearcut forest in the Tongass and the 
devastation it left, and we'd see mass wasting because there was a lot of logging done on too steep of 
land.   

And then when we got here, we moved out the road where I live, and we have an old cannery site.  We 
would go sailing all around Southeast, and I've seen and been in the marvelous forests that are all 
throughout Alaska.  And they are -- like even on the Shelter Island, you can go on the east side of Shelter 
Island and up into the woods there, and it's like a cathedral.  And I'm going to -- I mean, that's my church 
in this world. 

But I'm going to read some of my outline that I've done.  We need to keep the roadless rule in all of 
Tongass and in all of Alaska.  There is no exception.  It was put in place for a very strong reason.  It's 
protecting wildlife habitat because the habitat is being lost or degraded at an alarming rate.  It's for 
protecting the species, because we're losing many species, and we know that diversity is critical for a 
high quality of life.  And it's for saving wildlands.  It is important for humanity to have wildlands to get 
back to, because that wild land holds a lot of species that have not even been found yet that can benefit 
humanity even, besides benefiting themselves. 

Diversity is critical to a healthy life.  Saving wildlands is also important because of the unique and special 
places that are hurt by having roads into them.  There is too much easy access, and there are many 
people who haven't got very good values.  I have so many times cleaned up garbage that's been 
dumped, appliances, dirty diapers, things like that left out in the wilderness of all things.  I have hiked 
many of the mountains down in Washington and California, and when there are roads, you find trash.   

And in sailing around Southeast, we've gone to Prince of Wales Island and been in logging communities 
there, and Prince of Wales has lots of roads on it.  There are people who live in those communities who 
think it's their private hunting ground, and they can go out and hunt deer any time of year that they like.  
And I was there in July and personally saw some fellows from that logging camp come in with two deer 
in the back of their pickup in July, and my husband had to practically hogtie me, because I was going to 
go and accost those guys.  I was furious.  But you have roads in there, and then you get these scofflaws 
in there who think it's their right to go shoot whenever they want.  And, you know, I can't abide that.   



The cost of building roads in Alaska is prohibitive.  It is economically unjustified because they are giving 
it away to the logging companies or the mining companies, and it's public money to build these roads for 
private industries. 

The environmental damage that those roads do is incredible, and just driving out our "Road to 
Nowhere" we see for that mile and a half, I think it is, the incredible footprint this road has put on the 
land there, how deep the rock base is that they blasted and filled.  It's just mind-boggling.  And, you 
know, just think of all the creatures and everything that were put underneath all that rock that were 
killed. 

The land belongs to the public, not to these private industries, and the public doesn't need to subsidize 
private interests -- logging, mining, oil extraction. 

And last but not least, our big forests are a major carbon sink, to help keep the carbon in the ground and 
in the trees the way it should be, to help fight global warming.  My daughter lives down in Texas, and I 
have seen the damage done when they ravage and pave and everything else, and they flood beyond 
anything.  And she has a pasture where the old plains grass is left and thick.  And the cattle and horses in 
those fields -- they're not flooded because that sponge holds the soil.  They have deep roots.  That's 
carbon in the soil.  They soak up the water.   

You know, the same thing here.  We have trees that need to stay upright to help our carbon 
sequestration so that the global warming and climate change is as mitigated as we can help to do. So I'm 
basically quite against doing anything but keeping that roadless rule in place, and Alternative 1 is the 
one I choose.  Thank you. 

Additional testimony provided after other speakers: 

KRISTINE TROTT:  In spite of homesteading, we also lived and worked abroad for ten years, returning 
back every summer.  We've worked from Saudi Arabia, New Zealand, China, Russia, and I've been in the 
eastern United States as well.  Every time we came back to our home in Juneau, the air quality was 
incomparable.  That is because of the intact forest and the deep connection with the mycorrhiza -- the 
connection with our forests and trees, which are all interlaced with their roots holding each other up, 
and the mycorrhiza can live amongst that and bring the nutrients to the trees, but they also give out 
healthful aerosols, which is, I think, a very large part of the healthfulness of this forest.   

I've been in New Zealand forests.  I've been in Thailand forests.  I've been in forests in Russia and in 
Finland, and none of those forests have the same healthy air, clean air.  Every time we came back to 
Juneau it was a breath of fresh air, literally, and there is no alternative for this clean air.   

I grew up in Washington state and hiking and climbing in the mountains, and on the Olympic peninsula, 
and what they have done on the Olympic peninsula is a travesty.  It cannot happen here.  It's so 
important to keep these forests.  I use the forests for subsistence as well.  My kids have all grown up 
here.  And I've seen the damage done in California and in Texas, and I don't want it to happen here.  I do 
support Alternative 1. 

 

Public Testimony recorded and transcribed by Glacier Stenographic Reporters, Inc.   
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KARLA HART:  My name is Karla Hart, K-A-R-L-A  H-A-R-T.  99801 is my zip code.  

Thank you for this opportunity to provide information.  I'm a lifelong resident of Alaska with over 55 
years of living in Southeast Alaska.  Over that time I've hiked, rowed, paddled, watched wildlife, boated, 
and guided tourists and explored and volunteered from Yakutat down to Prince of Wales Island.  I've 
seen a lot of land over a lot of time and seen a lot of changes.   

Rolling back the roadless rule designation has impacts so broad and destructive that I, as a private 
citizen, do not have enough time to personally analyze and respond to every detail.  By reference I 
support and include all of the 117 pages of comments submitted by the professionals at the Alaska 
Wilderness League, National Wildlife Foundation, et al., including Southeast Alaska Conservation 
Council, of which I'm a proud member. 

My reasons are varied and many.  Climate change -- as mentioned, the science is solid.  Climate change 
is happening, and the Tongass has immense global value for carbon sequestration.  Leave the old growth 
alone.  Leave the roadless areas intact and undisturbed.   

Ecological values.  We don't even know what we don't understand or misunderstand.  No volume of 
analysis in an environmental document today can predict what people will know and value tomorrow.  
Looking back just a few decades shows the ongoing learning curve.  Do no harm.  Leave the roadless 
areas roadless.  These areas extend from the presently glacier-covered rock through alpine, subalpine, 
various forests zones, and stages of growth down to tidewater and the unique uplifting margins of the 
archipelago.  Complex, understudied exploitation of these areas is not in the best interests of the 
Tongass or of the present and future generations of people, wildlife, animals, and plants that will live 
here. 

Invasive species are a particular concern of mine, and I shared some at the Forest Service's public 
meeting but not hearing.  I've seen so many new invasive species coming into the region and spreading 
and spreading and spreading.  And volunteering with the Forest Service, I've gone out and pulled weeds 
and spent ten days at a time in the wilderness with teams pulling weeds and seeing that it's like putting 
your little finger in a dike that's collapsing.   

Right now the roadless areas are fairly safe from invasive species because there aren't a lot of ways for 
the invasives to get in.  If we leave them alone, they can stay relatively safe.  We do not have the 
resources -- the national forest does not have the resources to inventory the invasives, much less to 
protect them.   



One more point, and then I'll send the rest in my written comments. 

Mining.  Their analysis claims that this isn't going to have much benefit for mining, and yet I saw a 
couple of key mining people at the public meeting that the Forest Service had in Juneau before.  It made 
me wonder what's up.  The Forest Service specifically says, with their very carefully worded language, 
that the 1872 mining law already allows them to access the roadless areas.  So it says, "Changes in 
roadless management are therefore not expected to affect existing or future locateable mine 
exploration or mining activities in the forest." 

It doesn't mean it can't make it a lot cheaper and easier for them to get their permits and to go in and 
not have to do things that take care of the land.  They don't detail that, and I am suspicious that we're 
giving up a lot without even knowing it.  The same with leasable mines and their language there.  
They're not being transparent with the public on what's happening.  And I'll leave it there.   

Thanks. 
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ELAINE SCHROEDER:  Name is Elaine Schroeder, E-L-A-I-N-E S-C-H-R-O-E-D-E-R.  My zip code is 99801.   

I'm the co-chair of 350 Juneau, Climate Action for Alaska, which is an affiliate of 350.org, an 
international organization dedicated to mitigating the climate crisis.  Our board supports the retention 
of the roadless rule, and specifically for its positive impact on carbon sequestration.   

According to the DEIS, the Tongass may store an estimated 601 to 650 million U.S. tons of above-ground 
carbon.  This is equivalent to 2.4 billion tons of carbon dioxide.  Needless to say, this is a lot of carbon 
and carbon dioxide equivalents.   

Data cited in the DEIS is old, and more recent studies on forest carbon sequestration have not been 
examined, which is a serious defect of the DEIS.  350 Juneau believes that carbon sequestration needs to 
be considered as the best use of the Tongass National Forest.  Enhanced carbon sequestration is 
required in light of the October 2018 International Panel on Climate Change report and the November 
2018 National Climate Assessment Report.  These documents are cited but their stark conclusions are 
not discussed in the DEIS, which needs to address how the change in the roadless rule would affect 
carbon sequestration, considering the global need for climate emergency amelioration. 

The DEIS also makes no attempt to provide quantitative data on carbon capacity -- past, present, and 
future.  This is a clear failing of the DEIS since it does not present best available data on this topic.  In 
place of actual data, the DEIS launches into inconclusive, discursive discussion that befuddles the 
obvious fact that removing large quantities of timber from the Tongass National Forest reduces the 
carbon carrying capacity of this forest. 

So given the importance of carbon sinks and carbon storage in the context of global heating, the 
omission of any of substantive analysis and quantification is unconscionable.  The DEIS' discursive 
discussion obfuscates the effects of timber harvest in the Tongass by refusing to accurately report 
known and settled science on the role of forests in capturing and restoring carbon.  The tone of this 
document edges on a denial of settled science.   

And to reiterate, 350 Juneau supports a No-Action Alternative.   

Thanks. 
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BOB SCHROEDER:  Thank you so much for being here and supporting protection of the Tongass.  My 
name is Bob Schroeder, S-C-H-R-O-E-D-E-R.  I live in zip code 99801.  My Tlingit name is Chakeen.  I'm 
Takdeintaan, Raven's Nest House from Hoonah.   

I'm also a SEACC board member, and I sit on the Southeast Regional Advisory Council for subsistence.  
Much of my career has been working on the subsistence issue, and that's what I'll focus my comments 
on this evening. 

Basically, the DEIS is extremely disrespectful to indigenous people.  The DEIS, for those of you who have 
looked through it, includes an extremely thin depiction or acknowledgment of tribes, traditional 
territory, or culture.  It also does not describe subsistence uses of the Tongass National Forest in any 
great detail.   

And for those of you who may not be familiar with that literature, it's really deep.  The Forest Service 
itself has spent easily $1 million in documenting subsistence uses in the Tongass National Forest, which 
includes estimates of harvest levels of fish and wildlife in all the subsistence communities in the region, 
mapping of subsistence use territories, and mapping of Kwaan and clan territories. 

This is a very serious NEPA failing, a National Environmental Policy Act failing, in that what a NEPA 
document is supposed to do is tell you what you know about the land or the territory that's under 
review. 

I've had the occasion to be at a number of so-called subsistence hearings and have spoken to some of 
my colleagues who have been at others of these hearings.  To say that the hearings held in communities 
have been overwhelmingly in favor of the No-Action Alternative doesn't do it justice.  I mean, there's not 
a single person who shows up saying, "What we really need in Hoonah, what we really need in Angoon, 
what we really need in Kake are a lot more roads."  Nobody is saying this.  And these are people who 
have also had their experience with logging and logging on Native corporation land and also need jobs to 
survive.  So this response has been really overwhelming in keeping the roadless rule as it is. 

I'd like to speak a little bit about the technicalities of the evaluation of subsistence, because this is kind 
of a special law.  Subsistence is protected by the Alaska National Interest Land Conservation Act, Section 
8.  And under Section 810 -- this gets a little wonky.  Excuse me.  Section 810 directs Federal agencies as 
to what they're supposed to do if they're doing a land use action that may significantly restrict 
subsistence uses.   



Now, those are kind of weird terms.  What does that mean?  That means that if you're going do do 
something on the land, on federal land, that looks like it may have an effect on subsistence uses, you 
have to analyze that and come to a determination of significant restriction, or they used to call it FONSI.  
I don't know if anyone can guess what that means.  That's a Finding Of No Significant Impact.  So this is 
all in Forest Service procedures as to how you approach a plan that is a land use action. 

In this particular plan, the DEIS for changing the roadless rule really doesn't do this, so it does not 
analyze subsistence data.  It doesn't present subsistence data, and it does not come up with a finding, as 
required by Forest Service procedures, of significant or no significant impact. 

The reason why that's so important is that in Forest Service procedures, subsistence hearings can only 
be held after you do this step.  And that's kind of logical, because if you were doing something and there 
was no significant impact, you don't need to have hearings, because there isn't any significant impact.  
But if you do, you go and have hearings to decide whether or not this is real, whether the analysis was 
correct, and you want to hear from people in that case. 

The hearings that were held throughout Southeast Alaska were fatally flawed, because they did not 
present any finding that people could respond to.  And in that respect, they completely violate the 
Forest Service's own procedure and a clear and obvious reading of ANILCA Section 810, which is the 
governing law in this case.   

So for these reasons, I believe that the DEIS is fatally flawed and will need to be completely redone 
before it can be considered just on the subsistence grounds. 

The next thing that happens after you have hearings is that the deciding officer -- in this case, that would 
be Secretary Perdue -- would need to -- if they decide to go ahead with an action, would need to decide 
that this is somehow necessary.  And that's a pretty steep jump, because we have all the people in our 
regions saying that, "Boy, we really don't want this at all."  And so to come out with a finding that it was 
necessary to do so after holding a bunch of hearings where people say, "Boy, we don't want any change 
to this law at all" would be a real steep step. 

Let's see what else I have here. 

I think the DEIS needs to be completely withdrawn.  We need to show respect for indigenous cultures.  
We will point out that Native people have been caretakers of the land on which we walk for thousands 
of years, and that it's basically the failed fossil capitalism that has us in the fix that we're in, both in the 
Tongass and with respect to the climate emergency that we face. 

Everyone here appears to support the No-Action Alternative, and I support a modified No-Action 
Alternative.  And the reason it needs to be modified is that the inventory of roadless areas is incorrect 
and it omitted a number of areas, specifically approximately 150,000 acres of forest land that was not 
roaded but had already been designated for harvest under the pulp company contracts.  And so that 
land still had not been roaded, but it does not appear in the roadless inventory. 

Secondly, I believe that since we're going through this exercise at great public expense and calling on a 
great involvement of people of Southeast Alaska, that I really think that we shouldn't just settle for the 
existing roadless rule, but we need to, as I said, include the areas that were erroneously omitted from 
the roadless inventory. 



And I think we should examine whether or not, once an area has a road, does that mean that it endlessly 
is a roaded area?  If something had a road put in it in 1975 and nothing has happened there, maybe 
that's a roadless area as well.  I think we need a lot more than the current roadless inventory to be 
covered by the roadless rule. 

That's my testimony.  Thank you. 
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MIKE HAMAR:  I don't have a prepared statement here either, but my name is Mike Hamar.  The spelling 
is M-I-K-E.  Last name, H-A-M-A-R.  Zip code, 99801.   

I was born in Ketchikan.  I grew up on Prince of Wales.  My dad was a gyppo logger in the '60s and then 
became a commercial fisherman.  I'm a commercial fisherman myself.  And while I do feel that trees 
need to be cut down and turned into boards, milled into lumber, rocks need to be crushed for 
driveways, pads for homes, fish need to be served on plates, I feel it needs to meet -- if resource 
extraction is to take place, it needs to meet a certain criteria.   

I'm suspicious of uneconomic development.  And I don't know whether it's some politicians who want a 
feather in their cap, meaning they had a road from Kupreanof Island to Kake, or from Katlian Bay to a 
point in Chatham Straits, or a lumber company on Prince of Wales who is going to make some money 
from this, but what I don't like as an Alaskan, a lifelong Alaskan -- I do not like outside business interests 
coming into our state -- I was born here in Ketchikan -- coming in here, taking the bulk of the money, 
possibly not harvesting the resources responsibly, and then throwing the locals a crumb and waving 
goodbye.  Just like the fish companies before statehood -- they take the money.  They still run.  They still 
do it in Bristol Bay.  The guys come up.  They take the money.  They run south. 

So I'm in favor of the rule staying the same, maybe, as this prior gentleman said, with some 
modifications.  But I want what's good for most Alaskans, if most Alaskans agree with it, and responsible 
extraction, if it is to take place, and hopefully by residents of our state.  I'm absolutely opposed to 
Alternative 6.   

Thank you for your time. 
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TODD BAILEY:  Todd Bailey, 511 Kennedy Street, Juneau, 99801, and my last name is B-A-I-L-E-Y.   

I work in the Tongass.  I have a small business, a gillnet and crab direct marketing operation.  I've landed 
over a million pounds of salmon and crab in the Juneau Borough, Haines, Sitka, Petersburg, and 
Wrangell. 

And I support Alternative 1.  Alaska has some of the best-managed fisheries in the world, and I owe my 
livelihood to this, and also to the resource and the lands that support it. 

Dungeness and salmon require wildland.  Salmon, in particular, is the only thing you can buy in the 
grocery store that requires wildland, so I think it's even better than organic stuff because it requires 
wildland. 

So I spend a lot of time out driving around, looking for jumpers and crab buoys and stuff, and I see the 
business that goes on in the Tongass -- the whale watchers, the tourism.  I see the cruise ships come by 
and, you know, all that stuff seems well, like fine things.  They don't impact the Tongass that much.   

Then you come across a logging operation, and it's just a hot mess.  I mean, you can see, you know, 
where the alders have grown through the roads in these old clearcuts, and, you know, nothing is going 
to happen there for a hundred years.  You know, they don't come through and thin things out.  People 
don't hunt there.  They don't even maintain trails in these areas. 

A lot of the areas that are highlighted under Alternative 6 are really important to the Dungeness crab 
fisheries -- inside of Sullivan Island, Windy Bay, Port Hooten, the Snettisham peninsula, all of these 
places.  And the crab are down there digging in the mud.  And if that gets all sedimented in, or if they 
have got their log storage areas there, it's just not going to be good.   

Earlier somebody testified about the importance of how marginal the habitat is for coho salmon, and I 
second that.  It seems like, in particular, them and pink salmon will be affected by logging.  The northern 
Southeast stocks of pinks is -- we were just talking about that it's on the verge of being listed as a stock 
of concern, so any more impact to that -- when it's a big pink salmon year here in Southeast, it's the 
largest biomass of wild salmon in the world.  It can be bigger than the Bristol Bay run, so it's an amazing 
resource.   



Some of the other areas -- Thistle Ledge I saw was in red on the map there.  Sand Bay.  Thistle Ledge has 
got to be a really important place if you're going anywhere between the Petersburg area and the Juneau 
area.  If you were doing that in a canoe, that is where you would stop.  It's an amazing spot.  It's a big 
sandy pullout with a rock face that just keeps the heat right in front of it.  There's also crab there.  Point 
League, Point Sherman, all these places, it would be nice to keep catching fish and crab there.  That's it.   

Thank you. 
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PAULINE STRONG:  My name is Pauline Strong, P-A-U-L-I-N-E S-T-R-O-N-G.  The zip code is 99801.   

And I just wanted to say that I really value the Tongass for the old growth that's remaining there, and I 
don't want to see any more of it gone.  And without roads is the way I value it the most, and so I support 
Alternative 1. 
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RICHARD FARNELL:  My name is Richard Farnell, R-I-C-H-A-R-D F-A-R-N-E-L-L, and my zip code 99802. 

First of all, I'd like the Forest Service to explain why they're violating my First Amendment rights by not 
taking testimony from my community that has the majority of citizens in Southeast Alaska, but they will 
take testimony from very small communities.  This is the justification that the U.S. Supreme Court used 
in approving the Citizens United lawsuit that destroyed American democracy, so I would think that they 
would at least allow me to testify in my own community.  But please provide me with the justification 
that you're using for that. 

Secondly, keep all existing roadless areas in the Tongass in the existing roadless rule for the Tongass.  I 
want all roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest to remain in the current national roadless rule 
jurisdiction.  In other words, Alternative 1.   

I've recently made a $200,000 investment in ability to access roadless areas of the Tongass for hiking, 
backpacking, trail bike riding, as well as marine-based kayaking and skiffing.  These have occurred or will 
occur on all areas that are currently roadless in the Tongass National Forest.  I'm optimistic about my 
ability to enjoy recreation.  I depend on these activities for health and sanity in the era of fake news, 
continuous lying by the president of the United States and high-level elected officials, and lying by 
representatives of resource extraction industries to be be able to subvert the will of the public. 

Secondly, the process being undertaken by the Forest Service and the Citizens Advisory Committee is 
unnecessary.  It subverts the intent of the Tongass Timber Reform Act, the 2006 U.S. District Court ruling 
against the state control of roadless designations, and the recently revised management provisions of 
the Tongass Land Management process.  The proposed process, as stated in the press release, has the 
intent to develop a state-specific roadless rule that establishes a land classification system designed to 
conserve roadless area characteristics in the Tongass National Forest while accommodating timber 
harvesting and road construction and reconstruction activities determined by the state to be necessary 
for forest management.   

This intent is illegal.  The State of Alaska is not responsible for managing lands on the Tongass National 
Forest; the federal government is.  So the entire intent of this process is without legal basis.  In addition, 
the 2006 U.S. District Court ruling on the subject rejected a move to allow states to designate roadless 
areas on federal lands. 



Secondly, the stated goals of conserving roadless area characteristics while accommodating timber 
harvesting and road construction and reconstruction are in complete conflict with one another, showing 
that the intent of this process is not clearly thought out. 

Fourth, the members chosen for the Citizens Advisory Committee overwhelmingly represent the 
resource extraction industry and do not include important stakeholder groups who use the forest, such 
as tourism, hunters, anglers, and backcountry recreationalists.  In addition, the scientists who know 
about the physical and biological health of the forest are also absent from this committee.  Therefore, 
this committee is not representative of forest uses and is inadequate to objectively review proposals for 
roadless area changes.   

Fifth, the choice of the Forest Service of Alternative 6th in the draft roadless rule, full exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 roadless area conservation rule, fails to account for the vital role that the 
Tongass National Forest plays is carbon sequestration of carbon dioxide from our atmosphere, the major 
cause of catastrophic climate change, C-3 -- I'm inventing a new term here -- that is occurring to our 
planet.  The ability of forests such as the Tongass to sequester carbon within the body of old-growth 
forest means that this characteristic of the undisturbed Tongass forest should be given the highest 
priority over all other users and uses due to the emergency created by CO2-produced climate change. 

The UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, IPCC, report of October 2018 maps out four 
pathways to achieve a 1.5-degree centigrade maximum atmospheric concentration CO2 level.  
Reforestation is an essential part of all four strategies.  Think of all the jobs that the U.S. Forest Service 
could create with a replanting program in the areas of the Tongass already damaged from commercial 
logging, and such a program could help to sequester carbon as well. 

Finally, I would request, Secretary Perdue, for you to get a proper perspective on the choice that you're 
making for these alternatives, you need to visit the moon, and you need to look back at earth and get a 
view of earth as it is right now, because should you continue with the proposal that you've already 
stated, this planet is no longer going to be viable and inhabitable.  And then you can come back home, 
and you'll have a better perspective. 
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MARC SCHOLTEN:  My name is Marc Scholten, M-A-R-C S-C-H-O-L-T-E-N, 99801.   

I moved up here in 1980, and I worked as a cartographer for the Forest Service in the regional office.  At 
that time, the Tongass Timber Supply Fund spent $40 million a year supporting the timber industry, and 
most of the industry was operating in the southern Tongass -- Prince of Wales Island and Kuiu and 
Zarembo; a bunch of these islands, anyway.  There was a lot of resource damage due to clearcutting.   

And I think I want to, first of all, say that I support No. 1, the Alternative No. 1, No-Action Alternative.  
And the greatest reason to support that is to really take a look at the big picture of the whole earth.  
We're in actually a climate catastrophe, and I think what we can do best to help protect our planet and 
our future for everybody is to not log.  We should be planting trees and not cutting them down, and that 
is the best way to carbon-capture the CO2 that's in our atmosphere. 

I also, like most everybody here, use the forest for recreation.  I used to use it for subsistence, and 
mostly for a mental -- well, try to retain a mental -- anyway, I'm not a good public speaker. 

But it is so refreshing to get out in the woods and just to forget about all the insanity that's going on in 
our politics and with the climate catastrophe and that.  And it grounds you to the planet, to everything 
that we're related to.  And I just want to recommend that they stick with Alternative 1 and retain the 
mystique and the mysterious and the great old growth that is here in the Tongass National Forest.   

Thank you. 
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AUTUMN SIMONS:  So my name is Autumn Simons, A-U-T-U-M-N S-I-M-O-N-S.  My zip code is 99801. 

I reside on Douglas Island and have loved spending time in the Tongass recreationally, specifically 
around Juneau and on Douglas island and in Kake, Alaska.  I am fortunate and beyond privileged to call 
the southeast of Alaska my home.  And though I'm not surprised that the U.S. government continues to 
disregard public outcry regarding climate, racial, indigenous, and environmental justice, I'm here to say 
that building more roads through the Tongass National Forest will cause irreparable damage to one of 
the nation's and one of the world's greatest treasures.   

The Tongass National Forest not only is an essential ecological hub for wildlife, biodiversity, and carbon 
sequestration, but also a place that Alaska Natives and indigenous people have lived in for thousands of 
years.  Culturally, the current evaluation fails to acknowledge and consider the impacts on subsistence 
living, which disrespect and further marginalizes indigenous peoples and tribal governments.   

Economically, building more roads only fills the pockets of private industries on the dime of Alaskan 
residents and at the expense of indigenous people.   

Environmentally, we lose far greater than what we can ever recover, as has been scientifically and 
historically cited over hundreds of years of clearcutting in places both in and out of Alaska.   

Listen to the voices of the Tongass, the hundreds of people that have cried out against the atrocity that 
would be altering the Tongass by building more roads and logging.  For these reasons I strongly urge 
Alternative 1, no action. 
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DAVID LENDRUM:  Good evening.  My name is David Lendrum.  I live in Juneau.  L-E-N-D-R-U-M.  I get 
my mail at 99803. 

My worry about roads in the Tongass is that when you cut the trees down and you expose the ground, 
no matter what you might think that's going to grow back, the richness and diversity will never return.  
When they logged in the Adirondacks two centuries ago, there are plots laying next to each other, one 
of which was never logged, one of which was logged 200 years ago.  The species diversity is 
incomparable between the two sites.  Things that vanish will never be seen again.  Things that are only 
allowed, only endemic to a particular area and the rules that determine how things adapt to their areas 
mean that the specific zone that something lives in and grows up in and is adapted to and evolves to fill, 
that may never be seen again.  If these roads penetrate the forest, penetrate the forest fabric, and as a 
consequence areas become logged, that's what we're looking at.  We are looking at a tremendous loss in 
species diversity. 

I was the Southeast representative on the Invasive Species Council for several years, and part of my 
work there involved looking at the DOT network.  And it's very, very clear that invasive species spread by 
road maintenance activities.  If you look at the map showing an overhead view of where we have 
located invasive species concentrations, they're the nexus of roadwork operations.  They can't get there 
without a road.  That's something to always watch out for.  The road doesn't just take us; other things go 
on it too.  So I support Alternative 1.   

Thank you very much. 
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PATRICK KEARNEY:  Patrick Kearney, K-E-A-R-N-E-Y.  My zip code is 99801.   

I live in Mountain View Apartments on the third floor, and for two years now, through the seasons, I've 
been watching the beautiful face change.  "Beautiful face" is a Tlingit name for Mt. Juneau.  And without 
the pristine climate and place this is, this magical place is, the moss that hangs from the trees that can't 
grow in a polluted environment wouldn't be here.   

I can breathe here, and it's that mist, the clouds that just sort of come up out of the treetops out of 
nowhere.  It's the trees that are breathing and exhaling, as I call it, and it's amazing.  And there are so 
many magical moments that I have watched happen here with the weather and the climate, it just -- I 
can't take a picture with a camera or a video camera and capture the moment just right.  You just have 
to live here.  And so the word that keeps coming to my mind is it's irreplaceable, with capital letters and 
exclamation points, underscored.  Irreplaceable.  So I could say that until I run out of breath.   

I lived in Humboldt County, in redwood forest country, and the first time I stepped into the redwoods it 
was like an outdoor cathedral.  I was just so awe-inspired.  How could somebody destroy this just for so 
many board feet of lumber?   

And in San Diego County, there used to be such incredible beautiful places.  They still haunt me to this 
day from my childhood.  They're not there anymore.  They were plowed under for housing complexes, 
which keep burning down in horrible fires.  So it still haunts me.  So what are we leaving for our 
grandchildren's grandchildren? 

Thank you. 
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FRED HILTNER:  Thank you for the opportunity to speak.  Fred Hiltner, H-I-L-T-N-E-R.  The zip code is 
99801. 

So I'm here to testify that I'm for Alternative 1, no action toward road building in the Tongass forest.  My 
first job in Alaska 40 years ago was doing wildlife biology, comparing old-growth timber areas with 
clearcut, logged area.  It was clear that comparing old growth with logged areas displaced many wildlife 
species, from bears to deer to salmon to mice and so on. 

Another point -- as an Alaskan subsistence hunter for almost 40 years, it was clear that deer were less 
frequent in clearcut areas, and transiting through those areas was much more difficult for deer and for 
hunters, in fact. 

My third point -- building roads is not cost-effective and is a waste of taxpayer money, and it also 
damages our fragile and unique forest. 

As a manager in a large tourism company in Juneau that depends on wildlife viewing on land and water 
in Southeast Alaska, we know that successful tourism is directionally proportional to maintaining the 
local forests.  Our forests are much more valuable through eternity if left standing, compared to a short-
term gain from logging. 

Again, I'm for Alternative 1, prohibiting further road building for logging in our nation's most sacred 
jewel, the Tongass National Forest.   

Thank you. 
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PHILLIP GRAY:  My name is Phillip Gray.  I live at 4410 North Douglas Highway, Juneau, Alaska 99801.   

I've lived in Juneau for over 50 years.  I don't have a prepared statement, so I'm just going from memory.  
I worked for Fish and Game for over 20 years, about 17 to 18 years as a coho research biologist studying 
cohos throughout Southeast Alaska from Yakutat to Ketchikan.  We did some of the first studies on ages 
of coho that were done, and we also did tagging of juvenile cohos to study harvest rates, migration 
routes, and timing.   

So I've spent a lot of time on the ground in unlogged areas, and I know a lot about coho salmon and 
what they require.  And I've also been in some areas that have been pretty heavily logged, where the 
areas have been pretty well destroyed.   

The first one I remember was over in a place called Iris Meadows in Sitka where Fish and Game had 
proposed a transplant.  It was just a beautiful area.  And the commercial fishermen over there saw so 
much mud coming out of the streams they called up Fish and Game and said, "You guys better get over 
here and look at this."   

So we traveled over there and went through the area, and it looked like it had been bombed.  I mean, I 
remember one place where the whole hillside had slid off into a lake.  We tried walking up one of the 
streams, and it was kind of an unstable pumice soil.  And that had slid into the stream, so it was almost 
knee deep with all the soil that had slid into the stream.  So that was one of my first experiences with 
clearcut logging. 

And I also -- personally, myself -- I rely on the old-growth forest here for fishing and for deer hunting.  
One of my friends and I went deer hunting down in Whitewater Bay on Admiralty Island, which used to 
be one of Ralph Young's favorite bear hunting areas.  We started out going through the logged area, 
which turned out to be almost impassible, because you fall into big holes, and you could spear yourself 
on some of the logging debris; so it was dangerous walking there. 

And we got on the logging road that went up towards the mountain we wanted to hunt, and it was quite 
a ways.  We walked 7 miles through this logging road.  We never saw a single deer or any sign in 7 miles.  
I guess we saw one mayor.  It was pretty tough walking.  The alders had grown up pretty thick on this 
road.  But in 7 miles, no sign of any life -- no deer or nothing.  As soon as we stepped out into the old 
growth at the end of 7 miles and up in the headwaters, we started seeing deer sign all over.  So that was 
another experience that convinced me that old-growth logging is dangerous and seriously damaging to 
both fish and deer. 



Coho salmon require -- they're found in almost all little tiny streams and tributaries all over Southeast 
Alaska.  Just little streams that you can almost step across or can step across seem to be some of the 
most important ones.  They are found in marshes and sloughs and lakes and all these little tributaries, 
and they're seriously damaged by logging.  There is no way you can avoid that.  Putting roads in and old-
growth logging just is not compatible with good-faith production. 

So I'm in favor of that Alternative 1, keeping the roadless rule in place.  I don't approve of any old-
growth logging or roads in any more of the old-growth areas in Southeast Alaska.   

Thank you. 
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December 17, 2019 
709 W 9th St # 923, Juneau, AK 99801 
Emailed to: akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christiansen, 
 
On November 4th, 2019 the United States Forest Service held a public meeting in Juneau for the Alaska Roadless 
Rulemaking process. Over 200 residents from Juneau attended the meeting which consisted of a thirty-five-minute 
PowerPoint presentation reviewing six alternatives presented in the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS).  This presentation was followed by an opportunity for the public to ask questions and receive 
answers from several Forest Service staff. At this meeting it was clear that a majority of the 200+ attendees were 
discouraged and disappointed to find out the meeting would not include the opportunity to provide public testimony, 
and that the meeting would not be recorded and submitted for the record.  
 
After this public meeting, several attendees requested Southeast Alaska Conservation Council (SEACC) hold a community 
public meeting, providing space for Juneau residents to give testimony on the record. On December 16th, 2019, SEACC 
hired a certified court stenographer and held a community public meeting so that Juneau residents would be able to 
testify for the record. Over 35 community members attended and 21 of those attendees provided testimony for the 
record.  
 
The Southeast Alaska Conservation Council was likewise disappointed in the United States Forest Service’s failure to 
properly serve the public by providing an opportunity for the public to comment on the record, as has been the case 
historically. It is our opinion that the public servants of the United States Forest Service is missing valuable information 
by purposely choosing not to include a public testimony process within these public meetings, and failing to record the 
public meetings generally. 
 
Attached please find the recorded testimonies from our community public meeting, which we request and expect will be 
submitted for the record as 21 “unique letters” from the December 16th, Southeast Alaska Conservation Council Juneau 
Community Roadless Rule Meeting. 
 
Moving forward, we urge the Forest Service to record oral testimony at public meetings, for any and all rulemaking 
processes, in fulfillment of the Forest Service’s mission and obligation to the public. Please contact Dan Cannon, 
Southeast Alaska Conservation Council’s Tongass Forest Program Manager, at dan@seacc.org with any further questions 
about these testimonies. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
Meredith Trainor 
Executive Director 
Southeast Alaska Conservation Council 
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CEDAR MALICK:  Thank you for letting me speak today.  My name is Cedar Malick.  My first name is C-E-
D-A-R -- ironic, being named after a tree.  Last name, M-A-L-I-C-K.  Zip code is 99801. 

I was born in Juneau, Alaska here.  My family homesteaded, so every day I got to see and live in the 
forest.  I got to enjoy and hike every trail I could reach, partake in the fish and game and the exceptional 
air and water here. 

Now, I have a couple numbers I think people need to consider.  One billion acres.  That is the extent of 
the old-growth forest before Columbus got to North America.  25 percent, which is the percentage of 
old-growth forest left standing today.  Despite what someone claimed, these forests are not renewable.  
Once you cut down a 500- to 1,000-year-old tree, guess how long it's going to take to come back?  The 
Tongass is one of the last tracts of unexploited forest in America and provides vital habitat for salmon, 
fisheries that are already in dire straits.  If that habitat collapses, fish hatcheries would only be able to 
support the salmon populations for a finite time since it is becoming harder and harder to keep their 
stocks alive because of climate change.   

I should know.  I've worked in a fish hatchery before, and I got to see firsthand how difficult it is.  In the 
short six years that I worked there, I saw how many fish we'd lose just in incubation. 

Now, there is a movie that some of you may know called Soylent Green.  I think it's a movie that every 
person in high school, every student should watch, because it is very sobering.  The future presents as a 
world in the late stages of complete environmental collapse, where trees exist only in exclusive 
greenhouses.  This is an extreme example, but if you want to avoid even the best-case scenario of that 
horror, we have to start now.  So ask yourself:  When is enough enough?  How low are we willing to let 
that old-growth percentage get? 

Now, I, for one, would not like our great-great-grandchildren to be spitting on our graves in the future, 
and neither should you.  The Tongass is our temple, more holy than any church.  Please support 
Alternative 1, no action. 
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STEVE HUTCHINSON:  I'm Steve Hutchinson.  That's spelled S-T-E-V-E H-U-T-C-H-I-N-S-O-N.  Zip code, 
99801.   

And I don't have a script either, but I just wanted to make a comment on support of the No-Action 
Alternative, keeping the roadless rule here on the Tongass.  I love the Tongass for the recreation.  It's 
been a healing and sacred place for me in recreation and just living here, and I've submitted comments 
about that.   

And I just want to really urge Secretary Perdue to listen to Southeast Alaskans.  As many people 
mentioned here today, the overwhelming majority of comments are to keep the roadless rule or add 
more roadless areas and support the No-Action Alternative, and I ask to please, please listen to that. 

Also, I just wanted to express my appalling rage at how much Native tribal governments and peoples 
have been disregarded in this process.  There is a letter that Sonny Perdue should have received from 
the heads of these tribal governments that have acted as cooperative organizations asking for a 
meeting, and I urge the Secretary to take them up on this and meet with them in person and come here 
and see these forests.   

And I really feel that that needs to happen, and I urge Secretary Perdue and the Forest Service to stop 
disrespecting and degrading the Native peoples here, the Tlingit Ani here, and degrading these people 
who have stewarded this land since time immemorial.  And so please stop our government's racism and 
degradation of this land and the people who have been here since time immemorial.   

So, again, I support a No-Action Alternative, and please start respecting Native peoples.   

Thank you. 
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LISA GREENOUGH:  My name is Lisa Greenough, L-I-S-A G-R-E-E-N-O-U-G-H.  And my zip code is 99821.   

I'm here tonight to share with the Forest Service my views of the roadless rule, and I support Alternative 
1 of keeping the Tongass free of roads that are not needed.   

I am a lifelong Alaskan.  My family moved here in 1963.  And I have a young son who is 23, who has 
grown up here in Juneau, and has had the benefit of living his formative years in a beautiful national 
forest, which is truly a national treasure.  And we should take care of it as such. 

Last year, last summer in Southeast, we experienced a drought.  NOAA did determine that the entire 
region was in a drought, and it's been in a drought for about the last four years.  For those of us who live 
here we've seen the needles dropping from the trees.  The carbon sequestration in the Tongass is 
critical.  It may be the balance that is needed to be preserved so that we don't tip over into another 
horrible global, you know, warming.  We already are experiencing climate change, but by preserving and 
protecting the Tongass by not having roads can prevent us from experiencing increased climate change.  
We need to really protect it for that reason. 

Our family enjoys fishing and hunting for deer.  All of my family members love to hike, so the recreation 
potential for the Tongass is really important for the residents of Southeast Alaska, but now we're 
discovering that it's desirable for just about everybody else in the world.  We have visitors coming from 
all over the U.S., particularly the southern U.S., and they're coming here in the summers for some 
reasons to escape the heat in the Lower 48.  So we need to think about the Tongass as our refrigerator 
that's helping to keep the rest of the northwest cool and keeping the quality of life that we have in 
Southeast preserved, especially for future generations.   

And I don't have grandchildren yet, but I hope to someday have grandchildren, and I want them to be 
able to have the experiences that I enjoyed as a child.  And I want your grandchildren to have those 
experiences as well.   

So I support Alternative 1, no roads in the Tongass.  We don't need them, and the people in the country 
don't want roads in Alaska.  It's not just people here in Juneau or in other Southeast communities; the 
people in this country do not want roads in Southeast Alaska.  Thank you. 
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CARL REESE:  I'm Carl Reese, C-A-R-L R-E-E-S-E, 99801.   

So I moved to Juneau in 2004, and so I've been here for -- I guess that would be 15 years.  And I've done 
a lot of mountain climbing, fishing, kayaking, just the stuff that is around to enjoy.  This place is an 
amazing place to be.   

But I'm going to kind of rewind to about 2001, when I was in a conversation with some people.  I was in 
graduate school, just getting out of it.  I'm a fisheries biologist.  I had just finished a master's degree, and 
I was talking to some people.  And I had just also got a job running a salmon weir in Northern California 
on the Trinity River.  And one of the people that had lived there a long time came up to me and said, 
"You know, you're just documenting the extinction of these things; right?"   

And I thought, "Well, no."  It was like, "No, look.  Those coho salmon, the silver salmon, they're 
threatened now.  We can't kill them.  We can't eat them.  We can't do anything other than watch them 
blink out," which will happen because you could actually go around and look at different tributaries.  
And the tributaries, some of them had coho in them, but a fair number of them didn't, like 90 percent.   

And you could also track that around into the road network and find that the ones that -- and this is 
actually documented across the northwest, so this is not some new thing, that water quality, fish habitat 
tend to track pretty strongly with land use.  Heavily logged-off areas have -- the mud comes down.  
Usually it's okay; right?  I mean, it's not okay right at first, but it seems like it's going to be.  And then the 
stumps start to fall off the hillsides.  A bunch of things like that, just sort of -- and then there's a big 
storm and things just -- and the whole hill goes out.  The next thing you know, you're not seeing any 
coho in that drainage, and you may not see any of the other species that were there either.  You know, 
in this case, we're talking about king salmon and steelhead. 

So, yeah.  So I got this e-mail in late 2003 saying "You could apply to be a researcher at UAF, University 
of Alaska Fairbanks in Juneau."  I didn't know.  So I thought, "I'm doing this."  Because you know what?  
There are fish up here, like we're not documenting the demise of fisheries; we're documenting healthy 
stuff, and that's how it's supposed to be.   

And we're supposed to be -- is his name Perdue?  He's supposed to be managing healthy forests, 
managing a cultural benefit that we can all enjoy forever, and it's extremely shortsighted to just kind of 
log this stuff off.  We don't really think, most of us, how rare what we have is, worldwide.   

People have mentioned climate change over and over and over again.  Well, that's true.  I don't want to 
revisit it that much, but a carbon model -- it's already done.  But the number of places that have this 



kind of intact forest you can count on two hands in the world, and we're going to sell that out so that we 
can pay logging companies nickels on dollars to cut it all down.  And then if history tells us anything, 
they're just going to take those logs and ship them to somewhere else.  They don't even mill them here 
most of the time.  So it's extremely shortsighted.  It's extremely bad planning for reasons that I hadn't 
even thought about until I got here. 

Of course building a road network is going to introduce invasive species.  I'm not an invasive species 
specialist, but you don't have to be to know that, and there are papers out there showing this.  So if you 
have a science degree in botany, you probably can follow all those plants moving around. 

So, anyway, I advocate for the No-Action Alternative, and that would be Alternative 1.   

Thanks. 
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MEREDITH TRAINOR:  Thanks everybody for coming out.  Can everyone hear me okay?  Okay.   

I'm going to do this, really modeling how this can go.  And so I'm going to sit down, because sometimes 
when I'm testifying for the record I get nervous.  So pardon me as I sit and read my testimony this 
evening.   

So my name is Meredith Trainor, and it's spelled M-E-R-E-D-I-T-H T-R-A-I-N-O-R.  And my zip code is 
99801. 

I'm here tonight to provide public testimony for the record in support of keeping the national roadless 
rule in place on the Tongass.  I ask USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue to select the No-Action Alternative at 
the conclusion of this process.  Although I am the executive director of the Southeast Alaska 
Conservation Council, my testimony tonight is as a private citizen.  SEACC joined Earth Justice and other 
conservation partners in submitting 117 pages of joint comments earlier this evening, and I suspect that 
those will suffice for the purposes of our organization.   

My name is Meredith Trainor, and I'm a resident of Juneau Alaska.  I'm a recreational backcountry skier, 
downhill skier, Nordic skier, ice skater, ice climber, mountaineer, rock climber, hiker, kayaker, stand-up 
paddle-boarder, cyclist, and newbie caver, which is a roadless area in this region on Prince of Wales, and 
I have done each of those activities throughout the Tongass National Forest and in or adjacent to the 
roadless areas of the Tongass.  I also have accessed and continue to access the roadless areas of the 
Tongass National Forest to harvest and put up wild foods, including salmon, crabs, rockfish, mushrooms, 
and edible wild plants like ferns, berries, and spruce tips.   

In the last three years I have visited more than 20 of the 32 communities in the Tongass National Forest, 
and I have spent time in each community meeting with members of the public, learning about the 
communities I've visited, about their priorities, needs, and dreams, and working with community 
members to protect the places we all love.   

Secretary Perdue, I won't belabor the point.  You have heard loud and clear from Southeast Alaskans, 
from Metlakatla to Yakutat and Sitka to Wrangell, that we want to keep the national roadless rule in 
place on the Tongass National Forest.  We have attended public meetings like this one, submitted 
written comments, prepared letters to the editor in a volume and scale that I've never before observed 
in my career, and we are clear on what we want for our future and in our home.  We want to keep the 
wild places in the Tongass National Forest intact.  We want to keep the national roadless rule on the 



Tongass.  Select the No-Action Alternative, Alternative 1, and stand with the people of the Southeast 
Alaska.   

Thanks. 
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BART KOEHLER:  My name is Bart Koehler.  I'm the former executive director of SEACC twice over and 
currently a board member.  I live here in Juneau.  Zip code, 99802.  I need to spell my name -- B-A-R-T   
K-O-E-H-L-E-R.   

I'm going to sing my testimony tonight, and hopefully you'll join me in the chorus of this.  Before I do 
that, I have to recite my favorite quote from Wally Hickel, which was "If you don't have roads, you can't 
get anywhere."  Okay.  Well, that was on a radio program.  The guy who had called in had said, "Well, I 
don't see that as a problem.  I live in Cordova.  I get along fine in my boat and by ferry." 

Anyway, the way this song goes -- key of D -- and I have to read the words so I don't mess this up too 
badly.  (Singing.)  I was standing in the Tongass.  What did I see?  A forest full of giant trees running to 
the sea.  We need to stand up for our old growth, keep those logging roads away.  Let's stand up for the 
trees and keep the roadless rule today.   

Stand up, stand up.  Stand up, stand up.  Stand up for the Tongass.  Save those trees today.  Stand up, 
stand up.  Stand up, stand up.  Stand up for the Tongass, keep the roadless rule today.   

Can you all join me in that chorus one more time?  Stand up, stand up.  Stand up, stand up.  Stand up for 
the Tongass.  Keep the roadless rule today.  One more time.  Stand up, stand up.  Stand up, stand up.  
Stand up for the Tongass.  Keep the roadless rule today.  Keep the roadless rule today, Sonny Perdue.   

Thank you. 
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JULIE KOEHLER:  My name is Julie Koehler, J-U-L-I-E, K-O-E-H-L-E-R, 99802. 

I have used the Tongass National Forest since 1985 for recreation, hunting, fishing, berry-picking, 
kayaking, and on and on.  From my college education in fish and wildlife management, work as a 
naturalist, work as a biological technician, and my personal use of the forest over all these years, I 
understand the ecology of an old-growth forest and what happens after it's logged.  Therefore, I support 
Alternative 1, the No-Action Alternative.   

Like many hundreds of other Southeast Alaskans, I have spoken numerous times over the decades in 
favor of keeping Tongass old growth standing and intact.  Forest Service officials know from the studies 
done by many, many researchers that keeping old growth stands intact is what needs to be done to 
protect our Fish and Wildlife resources and ensure their sustainability.   

So no need for me to review what has already been pointed out by countless professionals and those of 
us who know this forest.  Instead, I'm going to call out this whole proposal to exempt the Tongass from 
the roadless rule for what it is, a bald-faced sham, to end-run the wishes of the people who live here 
and who have had enough of the Forest Service and the State of Alaska trying to liquidated the old 
growth. 

At the Forest Service's November 4th shameful and shameless dog and pony show on this proposal, we 
were told that exempting the Tongass from the roadless rule won't change how the forest is managed 
and moving toward the logging of second growth.  If that were the case, then why is this exemption 
being proposed?  It is a guise to do old-growth logging through road building.   

Alternative 6, minimum impact?  Ha.  We all know that isn't so.  We all know that the guise of this 
roadless rule exemption is eventually going to end up -- actually probably pretty quickly end up revising 
the Tongass Land Management Plan so it can incorporate this change and increase the old growth 
harvest level.  And we all know it's a back-door entry into the Chugach National Forest.  Our old growth 
is more valuable standing.  Let's keep it standing.  Alternative 1.  No action. 
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First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Cannon and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Please protect our wild places! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Cannon 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Logging 
 
Hello, 
 
I am writing today in opposition of logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
There are many reasons to not log in the Tongass, and I'm sure you've heard most of them. Here are some of 
the points I would like to emphasize. 
 
Tourism is one of the largest industries in SE Alaska, and visitors want to see large, beautiful trees in abundant 
numbers. An area that is clear cut is not enticing to visit. 
 
Commercial fishing is another large industry, and in order to have healthy fisheries, we need healthy forests. 
One cannot exist without the other. 
 
Both tourism and commercial fishing offer long term, sustainable work for the surrounding communities for 
many people. Logging will offer few jobs for a short period of time. 
 
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this matter and the future of the area. 
 
Holly Cannon 
 
Anchorage, AK 99517 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3389 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joe Cannon 
 
MONUMENT, CO 80132 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like to take a moment to comment on the change to the road less rule that is currently being 
considered. From an environmental standpoint these tress are irreplaceable and capture a tremendous amount 
of carbon. Also and totally ignoring the eviormental damage this proposal provides a few temporary jobs for the 
timber and road building industries but will permeantly damage the salmon and tourism industries. Please do 
not passes this legislation 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juaneta 
Last name: Cannon 
Organization: Alaska Forest Association 
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless comments 
 
Please see attached comments from Alaska Forest Association 
 
 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Juaneta Cannon 
 
Alaska Forest Association 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attention Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
 
 
The Alaska Forest Association supports Alternative 6, the full exemption of the Roadless Rule for the Tongass, 
in the draft EIS for the Alaska (Tongass) Roadless Areas Ruling. The Alaska Forest Association offers these 
comments in support of a full Tongass exemption. 
 
 
 
Timber Manufacturing 
 
 
 
In order to restore a fully-integrated manufacturing industry the Tongass must supply a much larger and more 
reliable volume of timber. In the 2008 Tongass Land Management Plan the Forest Service acknowledged that 
an annual timber supply of 342 million board feet would be needed. This is far less than was promised by 
Congress in 1980 and it is far less than could be sustained in the timberlands outside of the congressionally 
designated wilderness, national monuments and other congressional non-development land use designations. 
Here is the language from pages 34 and 35 the 2008 TLMP Record of Decision that describes the need for full 
manufacturing integration: 
 



 
 
"An integrated forest products industry is one that includes processing facilities and markets for all types of logs 
from timber harvest operations conducted in the area, and for byproducts such as chips that result from 
processing those logs into lumber or other products. Such integration substantially enhances the economic 
efficiency of a regional industry as a whole, and the competitive position of all producers relative to their 
counterparts in other areas. Southeast Alaska has not had an integrated industry since the closure of the 
region's pulp mills in the 1990s. Those mills processed utility logs, for which little or no local market has existed 
since those mills closed. Utility volume must still be cut down, primarily for safety reasons. The lack of a local 
facility to process utility volume means timber purchasers are required to cut and handle logs that they must 
often leave in the woods. Thus, some of the material harvested is not utilized; producers' operating costs are 
increased per unit of material they do process; and the industry's competitive position is diminished. 
 
 
 
Consequently, the lack of an integrated industry increases the economic incentive to harvest high-volume 
timber stands disproportionately in order to make timber sales economic. 
 
 
 
The lack of facilities in Southeast Alaska to process low-grade and small-diameter material also makes it more 
difficult to conduct commercial thinning of young-growth timber stands. Because funding for pre-commercial 
thinning projects has historically been insufficient to meet the need, commercial thinning is the most feasible 
way to improve wildlife habitat quality and restore other ecological values in areas previously harvested. Some 
of these areas have significant restoration needs because they were harvested decades ago under standards 
considerably less protective than they are today. The absence of processing facilities in Southeast Alaska for 
the small-diameter material from these stands makes such restoration more difficult to accomplish. 
 
 
 
Further, an integrated industry could enhance the quality of life in Southeast Alaska by providing for a sector of 
sustainable, year-round, family-wage jobs in rural, resource-dependent communities. 
 
 
 
When added to existing industries such as recreation and nature tourism, commercial and recreational fishing, 
and government employment, an integrated wood products industry could contribute to a more stable social 
infrastructure. This includes schools, hospitals, libraries and various service industry amenities like hotels and 
restaurants that support a greater quality of life for Alaska residents. 
 
 
 
Consequently, re-developing an integrated industry is an important part of the ecological, economic and social 
components of sustainability. Timber production has been one of the missions of the National Forests since 
enactment of the Organic Administration Act in 1897. If we are to sustain this industry in Southeast Alaska, we 
must provide opportunities for local processors to expand and integrate enough to compete more effectively in 
world markets. Integration would also enhance ecological sustainability by reducing the amount of material now 
left in the woods and facilitating the transition to an industry based more on young-growth stands. For all these 
reasons, I believe it is important to provide opportunities for the re-establishment of an integrated forest 
products industry in Southeast Alaska, capable of processing all types of timber products available from the 
Tongass. 
 
 
 
Having determined that it is important to provide an opportunity for the timber industry to become more 
integrated, the question arises as to what supply from the Tongass National Forest would be needed to 
accomplish that objective. There are many sources of information on this subject, and I considered them all. 
The Brackley et al. study indicates that a partially integrated industry would generate a market demand for 
timber from the Tongass of 204 MMBF in 2022, and a fully integrated industry would demand 342 MMBF. 



 
 
 
Responsible Resource Development 
 
 
 
The Forest Service could supply a fully integrated manufacturing industry in perpetuity by harvesting less than 
10% of the forest over a 100-year rotation. That small percentage would include the existing young growth 
stands and that harvest level could be sustained without limiting fish and wildlife habitat, tourism, recreation or 
other users of the national forest. The Forest Service 1989 Benchmarks document indicated that the national 
forest could sustain a harvest level of up to 780 million board feet annually without limiting other uses of the 
forest. 
 
 
 
All the remaining areas on the national forest should be actively managed for multiple-uses. Bypassing the 
normal forest management planning process via application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass is an 
arrogant approach that says today's managers know best and will make unalterable decisions that prevent 
future managers and future generations from making their own land use decisions based on their values and 
knowledge. 
 
 
 
Silviculture issues 
 
 
 
The closer the Forest Service adheres to the Culmination of Mean Annual Increment with its young growth 
management, the fewer acres will be needed to sustain the requisite harvest level. Thinning young growth 
stands can help achieve certain management objectives but maximizing the timber yield of the managed 
stands can best be achieved by even-age management. The Forest Service documented the many benefits of 
even-age management in a 1972 brochure: 
 
 
 
"A forest meets many needs while it is growing to maturity: wildlife food and shelter, watershed cover, 
recreation, aesthetics, to name a few. And when the forests are mature, harvesting some of them by 
clearcutting will start the cycle all over again, This managed and supervised harvest follows nature's methods 
of renewing a forest"[1]. 
 
 
 
Even-age harvesting also allows additional heat and light to reach into the forest and thus increases the growth 
rate for the young growth stands, which further minimizes the number of acres necessary to sustain the timber 
industry. In contrast, harvesting young growth timber prior to CMAI will increase the acreage of timber 
necessary to achieve the same volume. This results in higher timber harvesting costs as well. Harvesting 
young growth prior to CMAI also wastes the time and money invested in these timber stands by prematurely 
harvesting trees that have not yet matured and thereby truncating the public's opportunity for a return on its 
investment in these natural resources. 
 
 
 
Unnecessary Land Use Restrictions 
 
 
 
The draft EIS states "Several watersheds and VCUs in the Tongass have been evaluated for relative 
importance for several metrics relating to fish and wildlife. Included among these are conservation priority areas 



identified by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and Audubon Alaska (Audubon Alaska and The Nature 
Conservancy 2007), and the "Tongass 77" (T77) 18 watersheds identified by Trout Unlimited. Audubon Alaska 
and TNC identified conservation priority watersheds that include high-value intact watersheds in primarily intact 
conditions and generally encompass the highest current ecological values within each province; these areas 
were recommended to be managed for intact ecological values and habitat productivity"[2]. 
 
 
 
The 2016 TLMP FEIS includes similar, vague reference to these land set-aside proposals from four 
environmental groups: 
 
* Page 3-103 - 2016 TLMP FEIS 
 
"Additionally, based on internal scientific review in collaboration with others, 16 of these VCUs are considered 
high value watersheds that should be monitored to determine the likely impact to fish and wildlife habitat from 
young-growth timber projects". 
 
 
 
* Page 3-128 - 2016 TLMP FEIS 
 
"Tongass 77 Watersheds and TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas 
 
As noted in the Affected Environment section, there are a number of watersheds and VCUs, including the 
TNC/Audubon conservation priority areas, that have been evaluated by public, private, and agency groups and 
considered of importance for fish habitat quality and production". 
 
In truth, there was no detailed analysis or discussion of the merits of these two gigantic land set-aside 
proposals during the development of the 2016 TLMP. No map of these so-called "priority areas" was provided 
by the Forest Service in either the draft or the final 2016 TLMP EIS. At AFA's request, nearly a year after the 
2016 TLMP FEIS and ROD, the Forest Service finally made a quick GIS analysis and reported that these two 
last-minute proposals set-aside 3.77 million acres including 1.5 million acres of old-growth timber! That acreage 
represents over 20% of the entire Tongass and about 30% of all the "productive old-growth" timber on the 
Tongass. Even now no detailed maps or analysis of these so-called high-value lands have been provided nor 
any explanation of why the existing forest plan standards and guidelines are not adequate for these lands. 
These "priority areas" should be unencumbered as soon as possible and then perhaps properly analyzed and 
reconsidered in a future land management plan. 
 
 
 
Excessively Restrictive Conservation Strategy 
 
 
 
In 1997 a vastly expanded Wildlife Conservation Strategy was adopted as part of the 1997 TLMP. The Forest 
Service Ranger District personnel have repeatedly told us that this excessively cautious approach to wildlife 
habitat has been the single largest cause of reduced timber sale volumes and increased timber harvest costs. 
In 2007, the Southeast Conference hired a wildlife biologist (James A. Rochelle, Ph.D.) to review the 
conservation strategy and prepare a report for the 2007 draft TLMP EIS. 
 
Rochelle's report included the following conclusions: 
 
 
 
* "The plan is extremely conservative relative to the importance assigned to productive old-growth forest 
habitats. The influence of amount of old-growth habitat seems to be "more is better" as a way to minimize risk, 
rather than considering effects, risks and overall biodiversity conditions associated with retention at various 
levels". 



* "Effects of changed amounts of productive old-growth forest on wildlife are presumed to be worst-case, and 
are based on concepts and assumptions that in some cases lack scientific validity or supporting data. The 
result is that the approach taken in the plan is precautionary to the extent of overemphasizing perceived 
negative influences of forest harvesting". 
* "The TLMP doesn't directly consider the levels of existing reserves both inside and adjacent to the Tongass, 
in combination with those designated in plan alternatives, thus is overly-cautious with regard to risks to 
maintenance of wildlife and biodiversity. Even without considering other habitat contributions, overall productive 
old-growth levels are well above reported thresholds for maintenance of ecological integrity". 
* "While not quantitatively addressed in the conservation strategy, restrictions on timber harvest on high hazard 
soils and karst lands will reserve an additional, unspecified amount of productive old-growth forest". 
* "Other factors (legal and illegal hunting, trapping) are as important as habitat quality in determining 
populations levels for some species; while considered in the plan, the potential value of harvest regulation and 
access control in helping to ensure viability of a number of species, in concert with habitat management, is not 
fully addressed". 
* "Habitat changes associated with forest harvest are temporary, with rapid recovery for variables such as 
amounts of edge and cover for hiding and dispersal; the plan contains limited recognition of these relationships 
or their contribution to habitat quality". 
* "Silvicultural treatments have been shown to be effective on the Tongass in increasing amount of understory 
shrubs important as deer forage and habitat for small mammals and shrub-nesting birds and should be 
recognized for their current and future contributions to habitat". 
* "Although geographic differences are not factored in, some species (goshawk, marten, wolf, brown bear) 
populations occur at viable levels in habitats containing substantially less old growth forest and greater levels of 
development than the Tongass. This suggests that habitat associations of species considered in the plan are in 
some instances less linked to old-growth than assumed in the plan". 
* "Several assumptions relative to species - habitat associations which affect the adequacy of alternatives are 
incorrect; for example: non-federal lands in SE Alaska lands have zero habitat capability and there is a direct 
relationship between the amount of productive old- growth and marbled murrelet and flying squirrel 
abundance". 
* "The focus on retention of the highest volume timber stands in the TLMP is based on the assumption that 
past forest harvesting targeted these stands (DEIS 3-133). However, for purposes of operational and economic 
efficiency, harvests prior to 1976 more typically involved all or portions of entire watersheds and the range of 
volumes associated with stands occurring there. After 1976 green-up strips were retained as a means of 
reducing harvest unit size as required by NFMA and a conforming USFS policy". 
* "The ecological rationale for expanding the beach fringe to 1000 feet in width is not clear". 
* "An adaptive management approach which assesses results of management actions as a means of adjusting 
practices through time would allow evaluation of alternatives that increase timber supply at low levels of risk to 
wildlife and biodiversity". 
 
 
 
Unfortunately, Rochelle's report was ignored and the Forest Service failure to implement its own timber sale 
targets continued, resulting in even more timber industry layoffs. 
 
 
 
In 2013 the Southeast Conference commissioned a Natural Resource Management Consultant (DR Systems 
NW) to propose TLMP strategy to achieve both sustainability and improved profitability through strategic 
planning, modern information systems. This particular strategy is one that has been used to successfully 
manage millions of acres of timberland around the world. Unfortunately, that report was also ignored. 
 
 
 
During the 2016 TLMP process the timber industry addressed several specific elements of the Conservation 
Strategy that are unnecessarily restrictive and costly. These were also ignored, and some of those same 
excessively cautious thresholds and habitat models are discussed in the Roadless Exemption Draft EIS. Here 
are just a couple of my concerns: 
 
 
 



* Pages 56 and 57 of the Draft EIS discuss habitat fragmentation and a minimum safe threshold of 95% or 
more intact habitat which the document states was recommended by the same environmental groups that 
promoted the 3.77 million acres of "priority areas". This 95% threshold is excessive and should not be 
employed. Rochelle, in his above-discussed 2007 Conservation Strategy Review, mentioned a number of 
researchers that came to a much less restrictive conclusion: "While the relationships are complex, these 
authors concluded that maintaining habitat at greater than 60% of total habitat equates to low risk to 
biodiversity (i.e. a high probability that ecological integrity will be maintained) and that maintaining habitat at 
equal or less than 30% of total habitat equates to high risk (i.e. a high probability that ecological integrity will not 
be maintained)". 
* Pages ES-14 and 3-78 of the DEIS discuss a presumed decline in deer habitat capability resulting from timber 
harvesting. This assumption also leads to purported concerns for wolves that rely on deer as a critical prey and, 
since 1997 in reliance on that declining habitat assumption, the forest plan has set-aside more than a million 
acres of the best timber growing sites on the national forest. However, as discussed on pages 7 & 8 of the 
Alaska Forest Association POW-LLA Objection comments, which you possess but which are excerpted below, 
the deer habitat model consistently fails to match decades of empirical evidence[3]. Alaska Department of Fish 
and Game deer hunter reports demonstrate that the areas with the most past timber harvest consistently 
sustain higher deer harvest levels and hunter success ratios than pristine areas, even 50 to 60 years after 
timber harvest. 
 
 
 
 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule negates the national forest planning process that Congress enacted in 1976. The rule 
also negates the multiple-use mandate on most of the Tongass National Forest as well as the promises made 
to continue managing some of the national forest for a timber supply that would sustain year-around 
manufacturing employment. The timber sale program on the Tongass has declined by more than 90% since 
1990 and this decline continues. The industry has lost more than 90% of its employment and manufacturing 
infrastructure and that decline has continued. The Forest Service has been able to offer and sell only about 13 
million board feet of mature timber over the last three years and the only significant timber sale that has been 
prepared is stalled in litigation. The Forest Service must finally recognize that the past, overly cautious 
approach to managing the timber supply hasn't worked. Fully exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule is a good first step to providing an adequate, reliable timber supply. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for undertaking this effort to provide Alaskans with relief from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Alaska Forest Association 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Owen Graham 
 
 
 
Executive Director 
 
 
 
Alaska Forest Association 
 
 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
 
 
 
[1] Clearcutting in coastal Alaska? Why? USDA Forest Service, J-72-10 
 
[2] Draft Roadless Exemption EIS, page 3-109. 
 
[3] Page 3-99 of the POW-LLA FEIS asserted that six of the WAAs will suffer a "change in abundance and 
distribution of deer[hellip]as deer hunter efficiency and success decrease in areas that transition into stem 
exclusion". However, that assertion disregarded the empirical evidence to the contrary - the deer populations in 
these six areas appear stable long after the assumed "stem-exclusion" age of 25 years: 
 
 
 
*  
* WAA 1214 (Polk Inlet vicinity) was primarily harvested between 1986 and 1992. More than 5,000 acres were 
harvested 26 to 32 years ago yet still the hunter success in that WAA remains high. 
* WAA 1315 (Thorne Bay vicinity) was primarily harvested between 1961 and 1988. More than 30,000 acres 
were harvested 30 to 57 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high year-after-year, long after the 
"stem-exclusion" that the FEIS asserts begins after 25 years. 
* WAA 1317 (Hollis-12 Mile vicinity) was harvested primarily between 1959 and 1972. More than 6,000 acres 
were harvested 46 to 59 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high year-after-year. 
* WAA 1318 (Craig-Klawock-Big Salt) was harvested primarily between 1980 and 1995. Probably some 40,000 
acres of mostly private land was harvested 23 to 38 years ago and yet hunter success in the area remains very 
high year-after-year. 
* WAA 1420 (Ratz Harbor- Eagle Creek vicinity) - 3,000+ acres were harvested primarily between 1959 and 
1971; more than 3,000 acres were harvested 47 to 59 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high 
year-after-year. 
* WAA 1422 (Staney-Naukati vicinity) - more than 8,000 acres were harvested primarily between 1971 and 
1987; more than 8,000 acres were harvested 31 to 47 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high 
year-after-year. 
 
 
 
 
Page 3-98 of the POW-LLA FEIS stated "Hunter success rates may be lower in WAAs 1214, 1315, 1317, 1318, 
and 1420 due to the estimated deer harvest exceeding 10 percent of the estimated DHC (see Table 11)." The 
State ADF&G sent the Alaska Forest Association the actual harvest records for 2011 through 2017 for 36 
WAAs on Prince of Wales. Those records indicate that deer harvest success in the six referenced WAAs is 
within 3% of the deer harvest success for the remaining WAAs. In other words, there is no significant difference 
in actual hunter success in these six areas over the last seven years. Instead of basing the analysis on actual 
hunter success records, the Forest Service employed a false presumption, which now infects the draft EIS for 
the Alaska (Tongass) Roadless Areas rulemaking, that appears to be based on a model that indicates Deer 
Harvest Capability is lower in the six referenced areas. 
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Alaska Forest Association 
   
                     

Ketchikan, AK 99901    

             

                 

December 16, 2019 

 

USDA Forest Service  

Attention Alaska Roadless Rule 

PO Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802 

 

Dear U.S. Forest Service, 

 

The Alaska Forest Association supports Alternative 6, the full exemption of the Roadless Rule for the 

Tongass, in the draft EIS for the Alaska (Tongass) Roadless Areas Ruling. The Alaska Forest 

Association offers these comments in support of a full Tongass exemption. 

 

Timber Manufacturing 

 

In order to restore a fully-integrated manufacturing industry the Tongass must supply a much larger 

and more reliable volume of timber. In the 2008 Tongass Land Management Plan the Forest Service 

acknowledged that an annual timber supply of 342 million board feet would be needed. This is far less 

than was promised by Congress in 1980 and it is far less than could be sustained in the timberlands 

outside of the congressionally designated wilderness, national monuments and other congressional 

non-development land use designations. Here is the language from pages 34 and 35 the 2008 TLMP 

Record of Decision that describes the need for full manufacturing integration: 

 

“An integrated forest products industry is one that includes processing facilities and 

markets for all types of logs from timber harvest operations conducted in the area, and for 

byproducts such as chips that result from processing those logs into lumber or other 

products. Such integration substantially enhances the economic efficiency of a regional 

industry as a whole, and the competitive position of all producers relative to their 

counterparts in other areas. Southeast Alaska has not had an integrated industry since the 

closure of the region’s pulp mills in the 1990s. Those mills processed utility logs, for which 

little or no local market has existed since those mills closed. Utility volume must still be cut 

down, primarily for safety reasons. The lack of a local facility to process utility volume 

means timber purchasers are required to cut and handle logs that they must often leave in 

the woods. Thus, some of the material harvested is not utilized; producers’ operating costs 

are increased per unit of material they do process; and the industry’s competitive position 

is diminished. 

 

Consequently, the lack of an integrated industry increases the economic incentive to 

harvest high-volume timber stands disproportionately in order to make timber sales 

economic. 

 

The lack of facilities in Southeast Alaska to process low-grade and small-diameter 

material also makes it more difficult to conduct commercial thinning of young-growth 

timber stands. Because funding for pre-commercial thinning projects has historically been 

insufficient to meet the need, commercial thinning is the most feasible way to improve 
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wildlife habitat quality and restore other ecological values in areas previously harvested. 

Some of these areas have significant restoration needs because they were harvested 

decades ago under standards considerably less protective than they are today. The 

absence of processing facilities in Southeast Alaska for the small-diameter material from 

these stands makes such restoration more difficult to accomplish. 

 

Further, an integrated industry could enhance the quality of life in Southeast Alaska by 

providing for a sector of sustainable, year-round, family-wage jobs in rural, resource-

dependent communities. 

 

When added to existing industries such as recreation and nature tourism, commercial and 

recreational fishing, and government employment, an integrated wood products industry 

could contribute to a more stable social infrastructure. This includes schools, hospitals, 

libraries and various service industry amenities like hotels and restaurants that support a 

greater quality of life for Alaska residents. 

 

Consequently, re-developing an integrated industry is an important part of the ecological, 

economic and social components of sustainability. Timber production has been one of the 

missions of the National Forests since enactment of the Organic Administration Act in 

1897. If we are to sustain this industry in Southeast Alaska, we must provide opportunities 

for local processors to expand and integrate enough to compete more effectively in world 

markets. Integration would also enhance ecological sustainability by reducing the amount 

of material now left in the woods and facilitating the transition to an industry based more 

on young-growth stands. For all these reasons, I believe it is important to provide 

opportunities for the re-establishment of an integrated forest products industry in 

Southeast Alaska, capable of processing all types of timber products available from the 

Tongass. 

 

Having determined that it is important to provide an opportunity for the timber industry to 

become more integrated, the question arises as to what supply from the Tongass National 

Forest would be needed to accomplish that objective. There are many sources of 

information on this subject, and I considered them all. The Brackley et al. study indicates 

that a partially integrated industry would generate a market demand for timber from the 

Tongass of 204 MMBF in 2022, and a fully integrated industry would demand 342 MMBF. 

 

Responsible Resource Development 

 

The Forest Service could supply a fully integrated manufacturing industry in perpetuity by harvesting 

less than 10% of the forest over a 100-year rotation. That small percentage would include the existing 

young growth stands and that harvest level could be sustained without limiting fish and wildlife 

habitat, tourism, recreation or other users of the national forest. The Forest Service 1989 Benchmarks 

document indicated that the national forest could sustain a harvest level of up to 780 million board feet 

annually without limiting other uses of the forest. 

 

All the remaining areas on the national forest should be actively managed for multiple-uses. Bypassing 

the normal forest management planning process via application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the 

Tongass is an arrogant approach that says today’s managers know best and will make unalterable 

decisions that prevent future managers and future generations from making their own land use 

decisions based on their values and knowledge. 
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Silviculture issues 

 

The closer the Forest Service adheres to the Culmination of Mean Annual Increment with its young 

growth management, the fewer acres will be needed to sustain the requisite harvest level. Thinning 

young growth stands can help achieve certain management objectives but maximizing the timber yield 

of the managed stands can best be achieved by even-age management. The Forest Service documented 

the many benefits of even-age management in a 1972 brochure: 

 

“A forest meets many needs while it is growing to maturity: wildlife food and shelter, watershed cover, 

recreation, aesthetics, to name a few. And when the forests are mature, harvesting some of    them by 

clearcutting will start the cycle all over again, This managed and supervised harvest follows nature’s 

methods of renewing a forest”
1
. 

 

Even-age harvesting also allows additional heat and light to reach into the forest and thus increases the 

growth rate for the young growth stands, which further minimizes the number of acres necessary to 

sustain the timber industry. In contrast, harvesting young growth timber prior to CMAI will increase 

the acreage of timber necessary to achieve the same volume. This results in higher timber harvesting 

costs as well. Harvesting young growth prior to CMAI also wastes the time and money invested in 

these timber stands by prematurely harvesting trees that have not yet matured and thereby truncating 

the public’s opportunity for a return on its investment in these natural resources. 

 

Unnecessary Land Use Restrictions 

 

The draft EIS states “Several watersheds and VCUs in the Tongass have been evaluated for relative 

importance for several metrics relating to fish and wildlife. Included among these are conservation 

priority areas identified by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and Audubon Alaska (Audubon Alaska and 

The Nature Conservancy 2007), and the “Tongass 77” (T77) 18 watersheds identified by Trout 

Unlimited. Audubon Alaska and TNC identified conservation priority watersheds that include high-

value intact watersheds in primarily intact conditions and generally encompass the highest current 

ecological values within each province; these areas were recommended to be managed for intact 

ecological values and habitat productivity”
2
.  

 

The 2016 TLMP FEIS includes similar, vague reference to these land set-aside proposals from four 

environmental groups: 

 Page 3-103 – 2016 TLMP FEIS 

“Additionally, based on internal scientific review in collaboration with others, 16 of these 

VCUs are considered high value watersheds that should be monitored to determine the likely 

impact to fish and wildlife habitat from young-growth timber projects”. 

 

 Page 3-128 – 2016 TLMP FEIS 

“Tongass 77 Watersheds and TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas 

As noted in the Affected Environment section, there are a number of watersheds and VCUs, 

including the TNC/Audubon conservation priority areas, that have been evaluated by public, 

private, and agency groups and considered of importance for fish habitat quality and 

production”. 

                                                           
1
 Clearcutting in coastal Alaska? Why? USDA Forest Service, J-72-10 

2
 Draft Roadless Exemption EIS, page 3-109. 
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In truth, there was no detailed analysis or discussion of the merits of these two gigantic land set-aside 

proposals during the development of the 2016 TLMP. No map of these so-called “priority areas” was 

provided by the Forest Service in either the draft or the final 2016 TLMP EIS. At AFA’s request, 

nearly a year after the 2016 TLMP FEIS and ROD, the Forest Service finally made a quick GIS 

analysis and reported that these two last-minute proposals set-aside 3.77 million acres including 1.5 

million acres of old-growth timber! That acreage represents over 20% of the entire Tongass and about 

30% of all the “productive old-growth” timber on the Tongass. Even now no detailed maps or analysis 

of these so-called high-value lands have been provided nor any explanation of why the existing forest 

plan standards and guidelines are not adequate for these lands. These “priority areas” should be 

unencumbered as soon as possible and then perhaps properly analyzed and reconsidered in a future 

land management plan.  

 

Excessively Restrictive Conservation Strategy 

 

In 1997 a vastly expanded Wildlife Conservation Strategy was adopted as part of the 1997 TLMP. The 

Forest Service Ranger District personnel have repeatedly told us that this excessively cautious 

approach to wildlife habitat has been the single largest cause of reduced timber sale volumes and 

increased timber harvest costs. In 2007, the Southeast Conference hired a wildlife biologist (James A. 

Rochelle, Ph.D.) to review the conservation strategy and prepare a report for the 2007 draft TLMP EIS.  

Rochelle’s report included the following conclusions: 
 

• “The plan is extremely conservative relative to the importance assigned to productive old-

growth forest habitats. The influence of amount of old-growth habitat seems to be “more is 

better” as a way to minimize risk, rather than considering effects, risks and overall 

biodiversity conditions associated with retention at various levels”. 

 

• “Effects of changed amounts of productive old-growth forest on wildlife are presumed to be 

worst-case, and are based on concepts and assumptions that in some cases lack scientific 

validity or supporting data. The result is that the approach taken in the plan is precautionary 

to the extent of overemphasizing perceived negative influences of forest harvesting”. 

 

• “The TLMP doesn’t directly consider the levels of existing reserves both inside and 

adjacent to the Tongass, in combination with those designated in plan alternatives, thus is 

overly-cautious with regard to risks to maintenance of wildlife and biodiversity. Even 

without considering other habitat contributions, overall productive old-growth levels are 

well above reported thresholds for maintenance of ecological integrity”. 

 

• “While not quantitatively addressed in the conservation strategy, restrictions on timber 

harvest on high hazard soils and karst lands will reserve an additional, unspecified amount 

of productive old-growth forest”. 

 

• “Other factors (legal and illegal hunting, trapping) are as important as habitat quality in 

determining populations levels for some species; while considered in the plan, the potential 

value of harvest regulation and access control in helping to ensure viability of a number of 

species, in concert with habitat management, is not fully addressed”. 

 

• “Habitat changes associated with forest harvest are temporary, with rapid recovery for 

variables such as amounts of edge and cover for hiding and dispersal; the plan contains 

limited recognition of these relationships or their contribution to habitat quality”. 
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• “Silvicultural treatments have been shown to be effective on the Tongass in increasing 

amount of understory shrubs important as deer forage and habitat for small mammals and 

shrub-nesting birds and should be recognized for their current and future contributions to 

habitat”. 

 

• “Although geographic differences are not factored in, some species (goshawk, marten, wolf, 

brown bear) populations occur at viable levels in habitats containing substantially less old 

growth forest and greater levels of development than the Tongass. This suggests that habitat 

associations of species considered in the plan are in some instances less linked to old-growth 

than assumed in the plan”. 

 

• “Several assumptions relative to species - habitat associations which affect the adequacy of 

alternatives are incorrect; for example: non-federal lands in SE Alaska lands have zero 

habitat capability and there is a direct relationship between the amount of productive old- 

growth and marbled murrelet and flying squirrel abundance”. 

 

• “The focus on retention of the highest volume timber stands in the TLMP is based on the 

assumption that past forest harvesting targeted these stands (DEIS 3-133). However, for 

purposes of operational and economic efficiency, harvests prior to 1976 more typically 

involved all or portions of entire watersheds and the range of volumes associated with stands 

occurring there. After 1976 green-up strips were retained as a means of reducing harvest unit 

size as required by NFMA and a conforming USFS policy”. 

 

• “The ecological rationale for expanding the beach fringe to 1000 feet in width is not clear”. 

 

• “An adaptive management approach which assesses results of management actions as a 

means of adjusting practices through time would allow evaluation of alternatives that 

increase timber supply at low levels of risk to wildlife and biodiversity”. 

 

Unfortunately, Rochelle’s report was ignored and the Forest Service failure to implement its own 

timber sale targets continued, resulting in even more timber industry layoffs.  
 

In 2013 the Southeast Conference commissioned a Natural Resource Management Consultant (DR 

Systems NW) to propose TLMP strategy to achieve both sustainability and improved profitability 

through strategic planning, modern information systems. This particular strategy is one that has 

been used to successfully manage millions of acres of timberland around the world. Unfortunately, 

that report was also ignored. 

 

During the 2016 TLMP process the timber industry addressed several specific elements of the 

Conservation Strategy that are unnecessarily restrictive and costly. These were also ignored, and 

some of those same excessively cautious thresholds and habitat models are discussed in the 

Roadless Exemption Draft EIS. Here are just a couple of my concerns: 
 

 Pages 56 and 57 of the Draft EIS discuss habitat fragmentation and a minimum safe threshold 

of 95% or more intact habitat which the document states was recommended by the same 

environmental groups that promoted the 3.77 million acres of “priority areas”. This 95% 

threshold is excessive and should not be employed. Rochelle, in his above-discussed 2007 

Conservation Strategy Review, mentioned a number of researchers that came to a much less 

restrictive conclusion: “While the relationships are complex, these authors concluded that 

maintaining habitat at greater than 60% of total habitat equates to low risk to biodiversity (i.e. 
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a high probability that ecological integrity will be maintained) and that maintaining habitat at 

equal or less than 30% of total habitat equates to high risk (i.e. a high probability that 

ecological integrity will not be maintained)”. 

 Pages ES-14 and 3-78 of the DEIS discuss a presumed decline in deer habitat capability 

resulting from timber harvesting. This assumption also leads to purported concerns for wolves 

that rely on deer as a critical prey and, since 1997 in reliance on that declining habitat 

assumption, the forest plan has set-aside more than a million acres of the best timber growing 

sites on the national forest. However, as discussed on pages 7 & 8 of the Alaska Forest 

Association POW-LLA Objection comments, which you possess but which are excerpted 

below, the deer habitat model consistently fails to match decades of empirical evidence
3
. 

Alaska Department of Fish and Game deer hunter reports demonstrate that the areas with the 

most past timber harvest consistently sustain higher deer harvest levels and hunter success 

ratios than pristine areas, even 50 to 60 years after timber harvest. 

                                                           
3
 Page 3-99 of the POW-LLA FEIS asserted that six of the WAAs will suffer a “change in abundance 

and distribution of deer…as deer hunter efficiency and success decrease in areas that transition into 

stem exclusion”. However, that assertion disregarded the empirical evidence to the contrary – the deer 

populations in these six areas appear stable long after the assumed “stem-exclusion” age of 25 years: 

 

o WAA 1214 (Polk Inlet vicinity) was primarily harvested between 1986 and 1992. More than 

5,000 acres were harvested 26 to 32 years ago yet still the hunter success in that WAA remains 

high.  

o WAA 1315 (Thorne Bay vicinity) was primarily harvested between 1961 and 1988. More than 

30,000 acres were harvested 30 to 57 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high year-

after-year, long after the “stem-exclusion” that the FEIS asserts begins after 25 years. 

o WAA 1317 (Hollis-12 Mile vicinity) was harvested primarily between 1959 and 1972. More 

than 6,000 acres were harvested 46 to 59 years ago and yet hunter success remains very high 

year-after-year. 

o WAA 1318 (Craig-Klawock-Big Salt) was harvested primarily between 1980 and 1995. 

Probably some 40,000 acres of mostly private land was harvested 23 to 38 years ago and yet 

hunter success in the area remains very high year-after-year. 

o WAA 1420 (Ratz Harbor- Eagle Creek vicinity) – 3,000+ acres were harvested primarily 

between 1959 and 1971; more than 3,000 acres were harvested 47 to 59 years ago and yet 

hunter success remains very high year-after-year. 

o WAA 1422 (Staney-Naukati vicinity) – more than 8,000 acres were harvested primarily 

between 1971 and 1987; more than 8,000 acres were harvested 31 to 47 years ago and yet 

hunter success remains very high year-after-year. 

 

Page 3-98 of the POW-LLA FEIS stated “Hunter success rates may be lower in WAAs 1214, 1315, 

1317, 1318, and 1420 due to the estimated deer harvest exceeding 10 percent of the estimated DHC 

(see Table 11).” The State ADF&G sent the Alaska Forest Association the actual harvest records for 

2011 through 2017 for 36 WAAs on Prince of Wales. Those records indicate that deer harvest success 

in the six referenced WAAs is within 3% of the deer harvest success for the remaining WAAs. In other 

words, there is no significant difference in actual hunter success in these six areas over the last seven 

years. Instead of basing the analysis on actual hunter success records, the Forest Service employed a 

false presumption, which now infects the draft EIS for the Alaska (Tongass) Roadless Areas 

rulemaking, that appears to be based on a model that indicates Deer Harvest Capability is lower in the 

six referenced areas.  
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The 2001 Roadless Rule negates the national forest planning process that Congress enacted in 1976. 

The rule also negates the multiple-use mandate on most of the Tongass National Forest as well as the 

promises made to continue managing some of the national forest for a timber supply that would sustain 

year-around manufacturing employment. The timber sale program on the Tongass has declined by 

more than 90% since 1990 and this decline continues. The industry has lost more than 90% of its 

employment and manufacturing infrastructure and that decline has continued. The Forest Service has 

been able to offer and sell only about 13 million board feet of mature timber over the last three years 

and the only significant timber sale that has been prepared is stalled in litigation. The Forest Service 

must finally recognize that the past, overly cautious approach to managing the timber supply hasn’t 

worked. Fully exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule is a good first step to providing an 

adequate, reliable timber supply. 

 

Thank you for undertaking this effort to provide Alaskans with relief from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 

 

Sincerely, 

Alaska Forest Association 

 

 
Owen Graham 

Executive Director 

Alaska Forest Association 

Ketchikan, AK  99901 

 

 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Cano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paula Cano and I live in Bristol, Virginia. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paula Cano 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Cantino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please, please please. . . do not eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest. You 
can 'take no action" instead and preserve our most priceless and irreplaceable resource: species diversity. This 
is America's most remote and wild national forest and as such it provides shelter to the life that inhabits it, a 
place to sequester carbon that should not be released into the atmosphere, AND economic benefits through 
tourism. This proposal would continue and accelerate the destruction that climate change is already wreaking. 
What nature took millions of years to create can be destroyed in a few decades. 
 
In fact, I oppose opening ANY of the roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and 
clearcutting for logging. You should be protecting our natural resources, not selling them off. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marie Cantino 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cantner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3197 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steven Cantner 
 
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cantner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3485 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Steven Cantner 
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cantner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3174 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Steven Cantner 
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cantner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3197 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Steven Cantner 
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cantner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3174 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Steven Cantner 
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Cantor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not adopt the exemption from the Roadless Rule.Continue to protect Alaskas Tongass National Forest from 
clearcutting. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cantrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3037 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
- Recreation in the Chungach - want to is *love* [Text underlined] that I can enjoy the Chugach with as little 
impact to the area/wildlife as possible 
 
- Do not personally see the justification in building records for logging which will take away [illegible][illegible] 
values and [illegible] needs from nature is other populations/groups. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[ Text circled] No 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Derwin 
Last name: Cantrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3917 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Derwin Cantrell 
 
Rixeyville, VA 22737 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Derwin 
Last name: Cantrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3917 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Derwin Cantrell 
Rixeyville, VA 22737 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katrina 
Last name: Cantu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We must protect the last wild places on Earth for future generations, because they are important habitats and 
because they store carbon. We have already altered and damaged so much of the country, let's leave the last 
unspoiled places. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cigdem 
Last name: Capan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in opposition to the federal government's attempt to open to development the largest intact 
rainforest in North America: the Tongass. In particular I oppose the rule 6 and favor the rule 1. The air and 
water pollution that comes with urban encroachment to natural habitats not only leads to more species on the 
endangered list, it is also causing premature deaths and morbidity. It is so costly to restore habitat once we 
have exploited it unsustainably and ruined it. Prevention rather than environmental remediation is the fiscally 
responsible to manage our cherished public lands. The roadless rule must be kept in order to preserve this 
pristine old growth forest for future generations. And last but not least, climate change is upon us and forests 
are the natural carbon sinks of the planet, we simply cannot afford to turn this land into a source of carbon 
emissions if we are serious about addressing climate change, which is the biggest global crisis of our time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tiahna 
Last name: Capelle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tiahna Capelle and I live in North Pole, Alaska. I have been in Southeast Alaska for 1 year and a 
half now. I support the people that depend on the forest because that is their way of life. Without the forest, 
they would not be able to carry on their cultural traditions. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the peace 
and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the conservation of resources for future generations the forest's ability 
to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, fishing, hunting. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, healthy fish 
habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, Prince of 
Wales Island, Kuiu Island, Kupreanof Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, the southern mainland from Bradfield 
Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the northern mainland above 
Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Baranof Island. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Taking full 
exemption will negatively impact the fish, the climate, environment, also the native people of the land. All 
cultures depend on substance life. By taking full exemption, there will be no substance ways for the cultures of 
Southeast. Which will lead their cultures to die down.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed 
for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Capito 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5812 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Caplan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3158 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stephen Caplan 
 
San Jose, CA 95125 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Caplan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3158 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Stephen Caplan 
San Jose, CA 95125 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Capobianco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for thousands of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections would be a 
great loss. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- pristine. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Capobianco 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Capobianco 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Capobianco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3700 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Raymond Capobianco 
 
Wellesley Hills, MA 02481 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Capobianco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3700 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Raymond Capobianco 
Wellesley Hills, MA 02481 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:18:42 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Caponi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please protect the ancient Tongass national forest. The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for 
birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and 
deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big 
old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Caponi 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Caponi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Caponi and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
It's time to move beyond all fossil fuels and the pollution they cause. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Caponi 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Caposey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest's Roadless Rule set forth originally in 2004, protecting 58.5 million acres of the 
wildest remaining undeveloped national forests lands. Please, I beg you to consider Option 1, No Change, to 
the current alternatives being presented. 
 
 
 
We do not need deforestation. We need trees. The animals and people who call this place home need to be 
heard. Please put conservation first and do not allow the corporations who see and think only in dollars to 
sweep in and take what will never be replaced once its gone. We owe it to future American generations and 
indeed, all children of this planet, to protect the Tongass. 
 
 
 
Sincerely concerned for our future, 
 
Denise Caposey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 6:10:53 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Capp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Capp and I live in Juneau, Alaska. I have lived in Alaska for 35 years.  I stay for the beauty, 
clean air &amp; water, and most important wildlife. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and 
saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port 
Snettisham (around Juneau), Chichagof Island, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Wrangell and 
Etolin Islands, Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Southeast Alaskans 
made it clear last year that the roadless rule should remain as is. Nothing has changed. It is like the peoples 
choice is being ignored.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cappello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Cappello and I live in Lawrence, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan Cappello 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cappiello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
I hope you reconsider logging the Tongass National Forest! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Capps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Capps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Capps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Capps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha 
Last name: Capps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1202 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Captainkona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Bryan Benkman 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
 
 
US Forest Service 
 
I am commenting on the reconsideration of the Roadless Rule in Southeast Alaska. I believe retaining the 
Roadless Rule, Alternative one, is by far the best and only choice. 
 
I have fished commercially in SE Alaska for 43 years on a salmon purse seiner. I have become very familiar 
with most of southeast. As a fisherman I know that my livelihood depends on a healthy ecosystem. Much of 
southeast, and especially Prince of Wales Island has been degraded from the logging roads, culverts, and 
logging. 
 
As a crewman in 1980, the skipper called me to the bridge. He knew I loved to look for salmon jumping, and he 
had a question. "Which way are they going?" We had run to Long Island in Cordova Bay, west of Prince of 
Wales, and were by Coning Inlet. The scene was amazing. Pink salmon were jumping both ways close to the 
beach. Lots of them. We counted the jumps and decided which way to set our seine. We almost loaded the 
boat that day. 
 
I began running my own seiner the next year and returned many times through the 80's and early 90's to 
Coning Inlet in the middle of August and often found very productive pink salmon fishing. Then one year we 
came to Coning Inlet, and instead of a beautiful forested landscape, the hillside looked like a wasteland. The 
Sea Alaska native corporation had logged the Island. That year we still caught some pink salmon, they had 
been at sea while their natal stream had been virtually destroyed. The next year we came back and there were 
few fish to be found. 
 
Over the next 20 years, until I retired in 2016, I often came to the south and east side of Long Island in the 
middle of August, hoping to find a return of the plentiful pink salmon run. Never since the logging of Long Island 
have they come back. 
 
That's one location I'm very familiar with, and I'm sure there are others. We need to protect what is left of the 
healthy ecosystem in SE Alaska to protect spawning and rearing habitat. 
 
The healthy forest is also a very valuable carbon sink, which is one of the cheapest ways to fight climate 
change. 
 
Therefore, I support retaining Alternative One. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Bryan Benkman 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Caputo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No roads or anything that can harm wild life. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Carano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3547 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Carano 
 
Reno, NV 89509 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Carano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3340 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Carano 
 
Reno, NV 89509 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Carano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3547 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Michael Carano 
Reno, NV 89509 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Carbajal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tonga's National forest 
 
I support alternative #1 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennie 
Last name: Carcelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dennie Carcelli and I live in Burien, Washington. 
 
I can't believe we need to tell you that your job is to protect and preserve our wild forests, especially in Alaska, 
and not sell them to the highest bidder, but apparently we do! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dennie Carcelli 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Card 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Card and I live in Laud By Sea, Florida. 
 
My name is Kevin Card, A Republican voter who is expressing strong opposition to the efforts to cut the 
roadless rule in Alaska. The party of Theodore Roosevelt, Ike, and Richard Nixon were for the environment. 
The majority of the Republican party are for the environmental policies of the past. Thanks for reading this. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kevin Card 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cardella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC496 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
My name is Andre Cardella, + I live in Haines, AK. I am a river guide + I live and work in the Tongass. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
I don't want the Tongass to change from the way it is. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
All areas within the Lynn could affect fishing for me - both subsistence + commercial 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Subsistence! - Hunting, fishing, crabbing. 
 
Tourism - I am a river guid. It is my work here 
 
Recreation - I love backpacking + skiing in remote backcountry areas. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Salmon watershed restoration. For me, the salmon are the most important thing to protect in Alaska. 



 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Humans have destroyed forests + natural habitats all over the world. I moved to Alaska because the forests are 
still in tact. We should never to anything to alter that. Let's learn from previous mistakes. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Cardella [Signature] 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cardella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC122 
 
The Tongass is one of the few naturally beautiful places, left in the country. I'm an avid backpacker + enjoy, the 
old growth we have every chance I get. As a tour guide; I have a job because the Tongass is so special. Please 
do not log here or do anything to change my home that I love. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherri 
Last name: Carden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherri Carden and I live in Keaau, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherri Carden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alina 
Last name: CARDENAS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alina CARDENAS and I live in North Miami, Florida. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alina CARDENAS 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Cardile 
Organization: N/A 
Title:  
Comments: 
We need to keep as many forests as possible and to expand as much as possible our forestry. The fucking 
Taiga was burning in Russia for fuck sake. I'm sure I don't need to explain as many others commenting will, but 
here's a message for those 'politicians' all in on damaging the forestry for natural resources or some other 
bullshit - For the love of being alive, put the knee pads away and take the corporate cocks out of your mouth 
long enough to realize that maybe some of us want to live long enough to not die from climate change. You 
may adore fondling the old white balls of corporate America, but the rest of us don't. Do this at your own 
expense, then have fun. But keep policy and decisions out of it. Not going to kink shame your love for bending 
over for daddy warbucks. Stop including the world in it though. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kylie 
Last name: Carera 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment - Alternative 1 - No Action 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing to make public comment on the draft Environmental Impact Assessment regarding the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. I urge that the Alternative #1 - No Action - be taken. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is the largest intact temperate rainforest in North America. Temperate rainforests 
sequester huge amounts of carbon dioxide, keeping the climate-warming gas out of the atmosphere. 
 
We must not prioritize industry and profits over the environment, lest we destroy the only planet we have on 
which to create industry and profits. Cutting down old growth forests must be avoided! 
 
Alternative 1 - No Action is the only environmentally conscious path forward. 
 
Thank you, 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christa 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
"We borrow the earth from our children, not inherit from our ancestors."I am writing you today with concern, and 
in support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule policy in effect. This is key in the protecting the future of Tongass 
National Forest. This national treasure is a birth right from Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, 
Haida, and Tsimshian peoples. These people have depended on the Tongass Rainforest their lifestyles and 
culture. There perspectives need to be considered. 
 
Tongass is home to some of largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world. It helps support 
Alaskan economy by creating a clean ecosystem in which fish and wildlife thrive. Visiting Alaska has been one 
of the most breath taking expirences of my life I would have to see that change. I know our world is changing 
and the place I found it most visible was while traveling and looking at the glacial sheets in Alaska. I hope you 
will stand for all Americans and plan not sacrifice our future for the greed of our current generation. 
 
Regards, Christa Carey 
 
[POSITION] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Carey and I live in Bailey, North Carolina. 
 
At one time the Forest Service was a respected agency that Americans could rely on. With climate change 
being a growing threat to the country, the entire planet we need the Forest Service to stand with the wildlife. 
Not with greed and cluelessness of the TRUMP Administration. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Donna Carey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is a betrayal of the public trust. Do not allow the destruction of wildlands. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass logging 
 
Alternative one please. I do not wish to see old growth logging anywhere in these United States of America. 
 
Thanks, Joshua Carey 
 
Get Outlook for Android 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:45:21 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Carey 
Bellvue, CO 80512 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Carey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
There will never be enough over site if the logging that will take place here. Animals will suffer, local people 
whom rely on said animals will suffer. These are areas that can not be replaced by new growth forest. The eco 
system will be forever changed. And in a negative way I fear. I live in Louisiana, and I have seen these type 
projects and actions destroy places that were refuges for animals. Places that have now been made 
uninhabitable by many animals that once thrived there. Please reconsider your thoughts on opening the forest 
up to logging. Especially if it is for monetary gain. Considering there has been significant loss by current 
logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Cariello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4981 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: W 
Last name: Cariello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is W Cariello and I live in Baldwin, New York. 
 
 
Without forest, we lose not only flora but fauna. Everything falls in a domino effect once land it cleared. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, W Cariello 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Carlena 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Alaskan wilderness needs to stay as roadless as it is currently, for the sake of the ecosystem and wildlife. 
Trees sustain more damage when exposed to roads. Rivers and streams sustain more runoff damage. We 
need to keep wild spaces protected for our children, not use everything up. Especially old-growth forests that 
have been kept pristine so far need to stay that way for their historical integrity. Native inhabitants (i.e., 
Eskimos) should have the final say on what happens to their land. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheri 
Last name: Carleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
The Roadless Rule has also protected the Tongass[mdash]and millions more acres of National Forest System 
land[mdash]from building and logging for 20 years. It would also be devastating to the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian people who rely on the land for cultural and traditional practices like hunting and fishing. 
 
The Tongass[mdash]like all forests[mdash]is an essential carbon sink. It stores more atmospheric carbon than 
any other U.S. forest. Each tree that is cut down removes a piece of this invaluable resource that helps slow 
climate change. Just as we need Brasil to protect the Amazonian rainforest to help avert the climate crisis, we 
need to protect our own rainforest in Alaska for the same reason. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cheri Carleton 
 
Grosse Pointe, MI 48236 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kody 
Last name: Carleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
I fish in the Tongass and it is the most beautiful place in the world. The biodiversity is a treasure, and the fact 
that there is no roads makes it a paradise. Trump has no idea what it's like, he's never been outside the city. 
He shouldn't decide what happens to this wildlife wonderland. The King Salmon are already almost extinct in 
the area. We can't afford to lose it. We really can't. RIP to the fish, bears, eagles, whales, dolphins, otters, 
jellyfish, and sea lions that I made friends with. 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms possible to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-
0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest protected and 
working to provide clean air, clean water, and sustainable resources to America and the rest of the world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Kody Carleton 
 
Elfin Cove, AK 99825-0019 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kody 
Last name: Carleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This proposed action would be devastating to many forms of life. I've spent summers in the Tongass National 
Forest, and I can assure you that the biology that it holds is incredibly precious. Logging the trees there would 
disrupt a fragile cycle of oxygen and CO2 that is taking place between the trees, the animals, and the 
microorganisms that conduct photosynthesis. Those trees are sustaining an annual bloom of plankton and 
microorganisms that is vital to the sea life in the area. They are a sanctuary for wildlife, and are partly 
responsible for keeping many species of animals from being in danger of extinction. The oxygen the forest 
produces is important to all life. The roadless nature has created a paradise that is far more important than its 
logging potential. So I ask that if any area of the world, this one should most definitely remain roadless. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 10:20:47 PM 
First name: Grayson 
Last name: Carlile 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Grayson Carlile and I live in Nevada City, California. I grew up in Southeast Alaska - in Juneau. My 
entire childhood and early adulthood were spent living and recreating within the Tongass. Even since moving 
away from Alaska, I have continued to return many summers to deckhand on commercial fishing boats. My 
friends and family continue to depend on the preservation of the Tongass for no only their well-being, but their 
livelihoods. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild 
foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, and the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for keeping public lands wild for future generations, 
carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, recreating and enjoying nature, economic livelihood, 
healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, viewing wildlife. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Kuiu Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), 
the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Kupreanof Island. I want the roadless areas in these 
locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm the 
culture and livelihoods of thousands of Southeast Alaskans. It is a short-sighted and irresponsible action that 
could severely threaten the sustainability of our region.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Candace 
Last name: Carlisle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3006 
 
Dear Secretary Purdue, 
 
NO LOGGIN IN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST. NO ROADS CUTTING ANIMAL MIGRATORY 
TRACKS. 
 
NO CLEARCUTTING OF TRESS THAT SUPPORT ABUNDANT SPECIES OF BIRDS. 
 
Please retain the Roadless Rule in the largest undeveloped forest in the U.S. 
 
Thank you, 
 
[Signautre] 
 
Northampton, MA 01060 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sergio 
Last name: Carlos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC894 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC567 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
Don't change the existing law 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Barbara Carlson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5608 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheri 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheri Carlson and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  Do the right thing and Live in Harmony with the only planet we 
currently have.  
Regards, Cheri Carlson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support alternative 6 
 
Please accept my support for Alternative 6 for the Alaska Roadless Rule proposal. As a former resident of 
Southeast Alaska, I witnessed firsthand the hardships residents and businesses endured from the designation 
of the Tongass as roadless. The economies of Alaska and Southeast Alaska in particular are stagnant or 
declining. The roadless rule in the Tongass in unnecessary. These are huge wilderness areas, National 
Monuments and other lands already set aside that allow for no or very limited activity. It[rsquo]s time to role 
back the roadless designation in the Tongass. I support Alternative 6. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Dave Carlson 
 
Bend, Oregon. 97702 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elias 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3175 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gary Carlson 
 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[See attached postcard; received December 27, 2019. Redacted to protect personal information; original within 
project record.] 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No_Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
Proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove 
protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest remaining 
intact temperate rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and wildlife is 
essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to 
combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gary Carlson 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 8:14:51 PM 
First name: Hayden 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hayden Carlson and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have been in southeast Alaska since the begging of 
the school year and I depend on the forest because  i like to fish. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability 
to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations 
. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, practicing my culture. A full exemption does 
not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless 
area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will 
negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Because if the 
forest goes away the climate change will speed up.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed 
for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hayden 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC771 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support 
the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/2/2019 12:02:13 AM 
First name: Joeli 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joeli Carlson and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Im a student at the boarding school located in Sitka, and 
have been going to the school for the past 3 years. The Tongass National Forest plays a big part in the 
Edgecumbe community. Many of our recreational activities are held within the forest, like biking, hiking, 
swimming, polar dips, and etc. The cross country teams of all the schools here in Sitka also depend 
wholeheartedly on the forests trails for their practice. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, practicing my culture, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife. A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Not only do 
southeast Alaskans believe that full exemption is not the right choice, people all over Alaska believe this as 
well. This will discount ALL of the voices that have reached out and spoken about the Tongass and its 
importance to being kept alive.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joeli 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joeli Carlson and I live part-time in Sitka, AK, but am originally from Bethel, Alaska. I am an 
Alaskan Native Yup'ik and grew up in a traditional manner, so giving reverence to natural resources has come 
naturally. I am a 17 year old senior at the boarding school Mt. Edgecumbe High School located in Sitka, Alaska 
and am involved with our Environmental Club. I am here 9/12 months of the year for education and have been 
since my sophomore year in 2017. For as long as I have been here, the forest has played an enormous role in 
who I have become and it has helped develop everyone who attends our boarding school. The forest is used 
by our student body for sports, nature walks, fishing, recreational activities, and many more things. This forest 
is also used for subsistence fishing and hunting by the people of the land. The Tongass National Forest is way 
more valuable than the money the US President desires of the forest, which will go out the window in a few 
years. Our forest has been here throughout history, has shaped our Alaska Native cultures, has given us food, 
life, traditional ways of life, and much more, but most importantly our forest has both given and gotten respect 
by our Alaskan Native people for time immemorial. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, 
subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, foraging for wild foods, recreating, practicing my 
culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate change impacts, and my concern of the conservation of resources for future generations. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest. Many Alaskans and people 
who care for our earth have spoken up about this full exemption and how it is not an interest for many of us; yet 
we are not being taken seriously and are being discounted for how much effort all of us are putting in to protect 
OUR forest. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should transition to second growth logging. 



 
 
 
I find it very disrespectful that all of the voices of Alaskans and people who live in the Tongass National Forest 
who are speaking up are being disregarded by our president and by the United States government. More often 
than not, the people who want to take down parts or the forest as a whole don't understand what it is like to be 
"raised" by the forest or by nature due to how rare it is to find natural environments which have not been 
touched by humans around the rest of the world. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joeli 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC756 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:19:59 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Carlson 
Saint Cloud, MN 56303 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Carlson and I live in Maple Grove, Minnesota. 
 
Think about the children! They are having their lungs damaged/destroyed at such a young age that they are 
given a death sentence. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Judith Carlson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5383 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Chugach and Tongass National Forests Need to be Protected at all costs ESPECIALLY from this 
ASSHOLE AND HIS RAPIST FRIENDS IN THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. THIS ASSHOLE PRESIDENT NEEDS 
TO BE GUTTED WHILE HE IS STILL ALIVE 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kenneth Carlson 
 
Arlington, WA 98223 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest plan 
 
I am writing in support of Alternative One in regard to Tongass National Forest planning process. The existing 
forest is important for the planet in terms of carbon storage, the proposed roads would damage the salmon 
fishery and the 1000 year old trees can't be replaced once gone. 
 
-Sean Carlson 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Carlson and I live in Lino Lakes, Minnesota. 
 
I've visited Alaska and it is breathtakingly beautiful. We need to preserve this pristine wilderness for the wildlife, 
the environment, the climate and for future generations to enjoy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Stephanie Carlson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC522 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of South Baranof Wilderness, hosted by the Sitka Conservation 
Society (SCS). SCS hosts boat cruises in the summer to introduce people to the marvelous wonders of the 
Tongass with the help of experienced boat captains and knowledgeable naturalists. On this cruise into the 
South Baranof Wilderness, I have seen: 
 
grey whales 
 
Eagles, common murre 
 
Fjords/[illegible]/[illegible 
 
Beautiful moutntains + scenery 
 
The Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon, steelhead 
trout, dolly varden are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into fjords and inlets. Brown 
bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses throughout the forest. 
These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka Spruce and Mountain Hemlock trees that tower over the 
land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
The South Baranof Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible biodiversity. It is 
just one example of what the Tongass National Forest can produce when it is protected and left to its own 
natural processes. The flora and fauna that we find in the South Baranof Wilderness area also thrive in 
inventoried roadless areas throughout the Tongass. These roadless areas are numerous around Sitka and 
provide our community with important hunting, fishing, foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on 
these roadless areas for our sustenance and our livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism 
industries. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like South Baranof, our way of life and the roadless areas we depend on are being 
threatened by politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and 
economic consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless area, and the intact habitat they support are an 
investment in the long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the national Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Carlson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Uriell 
Last name: Carlson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in favor of keeping Alaska's roadless rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. Please do not exempt 
exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Carlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Carlton and I live in El Cajon, California. 
 
Reducing or eliminating our use of fossil fuels will help solve a lot of problems: not only is it essential toward 
having any effect on mitigating climate change and eliminating the need to drill in the Arctic, but it will de-fuse 
many geo-political crises as well. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Carlton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Carlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4921 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 11:48:08 AM 
First name: Rosemary 
Last name: Carlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosemary Carlton and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in SE Alaska since 1969.  The forest is 
part of everyday life providing food, recreational opportunities and helping to  clean the air for the world. The 
Tongass sustains the sense of wilderness which most never have the opportunity to experience. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
conservation of resources for future generations  the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts,. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 4: 'roadless' Priority. the rule is 
working fine as it is. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for deer habitat and 
subsistence hunting, healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, 
carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations,. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for medium-impact 
recreation development such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters. It is 
important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It was voted years 
ago by the people that we wanted a roadless rule!. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosemary 
Last name: Carlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC568 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
the island has been logged enough. The time has come to leave it as it is. Please do not repeal the roadless 
rule for this place of beauty. 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Rosemary Carlton 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Carly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5008 
 
I, Carly, am strongly in favor of alternative one's plan relating to the Tongass National Forest. I feel this way 
because the Forests are habitats for many species of life. 
 
From, 
 
Carly 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Carman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Good morning, 
 
I would put my vote towards completely protecting Alaska under the roadless rule. 
 
I do not feel we need to defile more nature by building roads/logging one of the last national treasures we have. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Christopher Carman 
 
[POSITION] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Carmeci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3936 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles Carmeci 
 
Medford, OR 97504 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Carmeci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3936 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Charles Carmeci 
Medford, OR 97504 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Carmichale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Carmichale and I live in El Paso, Texas. 
 
The monument never should have been reduced in the first place, as resource extraction activities and 
associated infrastructure were already impacting important non-renewable archeological resources and sacred 
places. Please don't continue the carnage by trashing what is left. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Carmichale 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Carmona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Carmona and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Carmona 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Carnahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Carnahan and I live in Helotes, Texas. 
 
Tongass national Forest in Alaska is too important to loose. I understand the Trump lobbyist like to cut and 
destroy our forest, but they must be stopped. Alaska is one a the few state with large blocks of old forest left- 
please save it from the loggers, miners, drillers, and other groups that want to destroy our land!Salmon is a 
major player in the Alaska food web, therefore ALL Americans must protect the Tongass National Forest! 
 
This administrations motto is profit over Country! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peggy Carnahan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Carnana 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC361 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am distressed to hear the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest. Please protect this 
important temperate rainforest, the old-growth trees that remain, + the wildlife that depend on them. Sincerely, 
 
Andrea Carnana 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Delbert F 
Last name: Carnes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not exempt from the roadless rule. The Tongass National Forrest is one of the largest Carbon Sinks in 
North America. We need this forest to help combat climate change. More roads will have a negative effect on 
Commercial Fishing, Hunting, Recreation and Tourism. Do not open up the Tongass to more roads! 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Carney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Carney and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
"The 20th annual 'State of the Air' report shows clear evidence of a disturbing trend in our air quality after years 
of making progress: In many areas of the United States, the air quality is worsening, at least in part because of 
wildfires and weather patterns fueled by climate change," American Lung Association President and CEO 
Harold Wimmer 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cheryl Carney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
As a former Biology professor and an ardent lover of wilderness spaces, I'm writing to beg you to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
Alternative #1. 
 
It is now known that spending too much time in built environments degrades both the mental and physical 
health of humans. Wild spaces can do the opposite. National forests were set aside for citizens like me to 
protect them from development, not to save them for deliberate devastation. We must keep the current 
Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. As some of the largest 
remaining old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, the Tongass is utterly unique and irreplaceable. 
 
Our American wilderness ecosystems are rapidly becoming polluted and unsustainable - but the Tongass is 
currently an exception, providing water and a habitat that is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. Please do not ruin that pristine space for me, my children, and their children. 
 
As a result pf these concerns, I must strenuously object to any attempts to decimate the federal Roadless Rule! 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most adroit and popular land management policies the Federal Government 
has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves 
untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Carol 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Carollo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
This is the worst plan EVER - this must not be allowed to happen as we need all the trees we can get to 
combat the CO2 in the air. Trump doesn't care about anything except making money, and we simply must stop 
him NOW. 
 
Regards, Gina Carollo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rice 
Last name: Carolyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carolyn Rice and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I just moved to Southeast Alaska this year. I hike and 
forage in the Tongass, and I have enjoyed eating wild-caught Alaskan salmon from its waters. I value it for its 
carbon storage, beauty, and its support of Southeast Alaska's wildlife and people that it does best without more 
roads. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule 
and the proposed full exemption will impact my foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild 
foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact recreation 
such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and 
wildlife habitat, medium-impact recreation development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 
and 3-sided shelters. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Southeast Alaskans 
support the existing Roadless Rule. The timber industry is financially unviable except with taxpayer bailouts, 
which is an irresponsible and unsustainable process to value over Southeast Alaskans' other priorities: 
fisheries, recreation, tourism, carbon sequestration. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed 
for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: carolynmoser@comcast.net 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I believe the national forests in Alaska are a particularly rare and valuable resource that belongs to the 
American people not greedy corporations who want to rape OUR lands for THEIR profit. 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
You know that the Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world. Its 
value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. 
 
Again I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. 
 
The last time the Forest Service decided to add roads for better access what happened was forest fires started 
in the more remote areas because idiots could get there and rescues required more staff and money because 
the same idiots got themselves into situations in those remote areas that required being rescued. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Carolyn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Caron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
We all know that the fossil fuel industry has known for at least 40 years that their industry is causing the planet 
to warm - warm beyond the point of being livable for humans and most other species. 
 
Why is the US Forest Service promoting the greedy agenda of the fossil fuel industry instead of protecting our 
forests (which are the best source for mitigating the effects of greenhouse gases? 
 
Fossil fuels have to stay in the ground if humans and other species are going to live on this planet. 
 
Forests have to be protected and expanded if we are going to mitigate the effects of fossil fuels. 
 
These are not difficult concepts. 
 
They are concepts that have been lied about and hidden. 
 
But personnel within the US Forest Service know the truth: the climate is changing, the planet is warming, fossil 
fuels have to stay in the ground to prevent any more damage. 
 
I want my grandchildren to see a Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse, a Northern Goshawk, wild Pacific salmon 
and trout, wolves and deer. Building roads for logging and mining will eliminate most of the old growth trees on 
which these birds and fish and mammals rely. 
 
Most importantly, intact, ancient forests are strongholds of climate resilience, and the Tongass is one of world's 
largest. 
 
Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on 
investment. 
 
Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, 
and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. 
 
I unequivocally urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to 
remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Catherine Caron 
 
Spokane, WA 99207 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Caron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Caron and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
Will you hear my insistence that our planet is in crisis and we cannot, must not, should not clearcut our forests 
and turn them over to oil and gas mining? Hear it. And act on it, to protect our planet and human life. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Catherine Caron 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Caron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Caron and I live in Franklin Park, Illinois. 
 
Air is a community resource shared by all...AND critical for humans to live. It needs to be clean to avoid health 
issues (a communal expense). 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Chris Caron 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aren 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forest Protection 
 
As a US citizen I am solidly opposed to opening up any old growth forests to being cut down. Let's face it, its 
the same old story of jobs, development,wildlife and soils depletion ultmately ending in urban sprawl. Only this 
time in the last reserves(amazing we still have them) in an extremely sensitve environment. 
 
It's a boom and bust mentality that has destroyed 90 percent of our country's original forests already.With the 
obvious and very real catastrophe of climate change looming due mostly to that very process,the decision for a 
very short term economy boost which will draw thousands more people to the region with all their needs is 
ludicrous. Leave whats left of our real forest alone and find something else to do. 
 
The only reason there is any Salmon left is because of those forests. Salmon and tourism outstrip logging 
revenue, require minimal services and are self sustaining at no cost to people. That is now a proven fact. Use 
your heads and consider that as a better path for all humanity not just a local economy. 
 
We used to have people running the country that knew this was a dead end street and acted accordingly to 
protect the very things that keep the planet and everything on it alive and thriving. 
 
It wasn't just because it was some treehuggers good idea, it was done based on the heels of uncountable 
disasters and rock solid science. 
 
Ask any native American if they've noticed any changes to the environment since Washington started putting 
pens to paper granting"authority" to remove the trees,minerals,wildlife grass and water for their own 
pocketbooks. In fact, that would be quite enough evidence alone without scientific backing to keep any and all 
protections on the Alaskan Wilderness in place forever. 
 
If those forests are cut down you may very well condemn the human race to near extinction- which in my 
opinion wouldnt be a bad thing considering what we have done to this great gift we've been given. 
 
Angry and in disbelief US citizen- Aren Carpenter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC337 
 
I am distressed and shocked to hear of the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass Natl Forest. Please 
Protect this important temperate rainforest, the old growth trees that remain, + the wildlife. 
 
Bonnie Carpenter 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brent 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is National Forest land that belongs to every American. Leave it alone! 
 
It will be worth more economically to the public for recreation and carbon sequestering if one is to look long 
term. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cleve 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As an American citizen I strongly urge all parties involved with the roadless rule project to choose option 1. 
Stripping the tongass forest of its beauty will only harm the local economy in Alaska, think about it, you would 
be destroying the natural habitats of hundreds of different species of animals and plants over time. Preserving 
the forest would also preserve the world class hunting, fishing and recreational activities that are equally 
important and beneficial to the local economy. You may not see it now but you could be directly responsible for 
the destruction of an untouched natural habitat. Please consider option 1 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023.   I 
believe we should preserve and protect critical roadless areas for clean water, healthy ecosystems, and places 
for future generations to get out into wilderness and enjoy our public lands.  I believe the Tongass is one critical 
place that is a legacy which is more valuable to be protected for future generations. 
I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC350 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
Please abandon the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest We need to protect this 
temperate rainforst, the old growth trees and the wildlife that depend on them. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Henry 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please uphold the roadless area conservation rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:40:59 PM 
First name: steven 
Last name: carpenter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
steven carpenter 
Woodhaven, MI 48183 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Carper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC822 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Carper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC821 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:33:20 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Beth Carr 
Stafford, NY 14143 
 
 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
Please do all you and your staff can to stop any projects that would endanger the Tongass area. The healthy 
functioning of this area can never be restored once it is compromised - either en masse or inch by inch. The 
future for you, your children, our nation, and the world really is at risk! Please listen to the thousands of 
scientists, naturalists, and children who will bear the consequences of abusing our world. 
 
Love of money is still the root of all evil. Do not listen to those who would financially benefit over the short term 
(thinking in geological time) and ignore the future of life on Earth. 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms possible to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-
0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest protected and 
working to provide clean air, clean water, and sustainable resources to America and the rest of the world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms Catherine Carr 
 
Colorado Springs, CO 80909-2320 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am inalterably opposed to any relaxation of the current designation of the Tongass National Forest that would 
allow the building of ANY logging roads into the Tongass or that would allow any commercial logging in the 
area as well. Such action would clearly benefit only the logging industry, and result, in relative terms, in short-
term gains for a commercial interest, and to the long-term damage to an otherwise resilient, beautiful, but 
vulnerable landscape that deserves to be protected for the good of the planet and all its inhabitants in 
perpetuity. 
 
 
 
This area makes a significant contribution to buffering the ever-worsening effects of climate change, much of 
which is directly related to extraction industries, and further aggravated by pollution and civilization's use of oil, 
natural gas, and the leveling of natural areas for plantations and agricultural use. 
 
 
 
The timber industries need to refocus their efforts on regenerative forestry in areas that have already been 
logged, and done so in a way that supports environmental diversity and protection as well as meeting the 
needs of human population. No longer should they be allowed to harvest old growth forest or build roads into 
roadless areas that open those areas to environmental degradation to the invasion of non-native plants, or to 
damage from human use (litter and damaging recreational use). 
 
 
 
Political pressures from state and federal levels, and from the timber industry should be resisted. They do not 
serve environmental imperatives, nor represent good application of scientific studies. Any changes in current 
protections should be met with prompt legal action to forestall any damage until a future administration will 
undoubtedly lead to policy reversal that is more ecologically sound. Save time, money, and needless 
aggravation now. 
 
 
 
It is time to do the correct thing now and continue to protect the Tongass! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not change Forest Service policy to open more than half of the Tongass National Forest to the construction 
of new roads, which would effectively encourage development such as large-scale commercial logging of old 
growth trees. 
 
Salmon spawning could likely be affected, and the bigger concern is the trees that would be cut down are 
primary carbon capturers. These protections were put in place with thoughtful foresight and should not be rolled 
back. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayliss 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayliss 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayliss 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1341 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayliss 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayliss 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Carr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5221 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Our precious natural resources can easily be harmed by changing the ecosystem. When we lose these 
valuable resources they are gone forever. We need to be mindful of the damage we do to these fragile areas. 
Please help keep them intact forever. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steven Carr 
 
Oakland, NJ 07436 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Damien 
Last name: Carré 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Damien Carr[eacute] and I live in Portland, OR. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Arborist, outdoor guide. Love the outdoors and our planet. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, support small-scale, sustainable logging. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Carrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Elaine] [Carrick] and I live in [Reno], NV89511 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elaine Carrick 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Carriere 
Organization: New Orleans Chapter of the Sierra Club, Conservation Committee 
Title:  
Comments: 
1. The Tongass National Forest of Alaska constitutes a massive carbon sink as well as a climate change 
stabilizer in a northern area where the effects of climate change are already severe and expected to become 
more so into the future. As such it provides significant buffer and refuge to biological life in a zone of rapid 
temperature change especially warmer temperatures and for longer durations. As such the Tongass National 
Forest is most beneficial to life and to climate change buffering if left intact, best achieved by being left road 
less. 
 
2.The climate change buffering benefit of the Tongass is a global benefit not restricted to any current 
geopolitical region. Thus it is similar in a representative perspective to the great forests of the Amazon as a 
carbon sink, as well as a major store of invaluable genetic diversity the values of which are only partially 
understood. Thus as with the Amazon forest so should pre- colonial period non-exploited Tongass National 
Forest be preserved for it's wealth of natural services. These services become more critical with each passing 
year as climate change has deeper impacts across the region and earth. 
 
3.As it is the Tongass National Forest provides livelihood for numerous Alaskans due to it sustaining the 
complex interaction between sea, bays, estuaries and inland fresh waters and lands. This interaction and 
exchange of minerals and nutrients results in a wellspring of beneficial fisheries as well as numerous food 
chains. Those naturally ecological systems flourish without interference from humans so long as human 
fisheries harvest are managed in a sustainable manner. Indeed protecting the Tongass Forest from damage 
such as roads and forest cutting helps to assure the continuation of these benefits. 
 
4.The natural functions of an undisturbed Tongass National Forest is supportive of indigenous people, 
especially regarding the fisheries and the tourism industries as well as their longstanding customs. 
 
5.An undisturbed Tongass National Forest provides a place of biological diversity and beauty that supports the 
long term welfare of humankind as a place of study,inspiration, adventure,exploration, healing and respite from 
the bustle of cities. 
 
6.The concept of cutting roads, cutting and removing multi-centuries old trees and allowing regrowth in order to 
sequester more carbon or at best break even is at best dubious. Even more so in the human caused climate 
crises that we are now falling deep into. What assurance do we have that new forest would grow under the 
harsh likely erosive conditions of intensifying climate change? 
 
7. It is time to preserve the carbon sinks of the earth not increase their exploitation and in the case of the 
Tongass National Forest what would amount to further destabilization of the region along with land erosion, 
mass wasting during periods of increased snow melt and more extreme flux between dry and wet periods. 
 
8. Our age of digital information transfer as well as cloud storage is decreasing the need for pulp for paper and 
other uses. 
 
9.New construction techniques are replacing lumber with other materials resilient to decay, fire, flood and insect 
damage. 
 
10.There is a strong likelihood that removing the locally and globally beneficial trees of the Tongass National 
Forest would be not only financially, ethically and environmentally unsound but also an unsound example as 
well asdeleterious for humanity. 
 
In summary,taking the current through the long view of the Tongass Forest; it the forest will best freely serve 
life on earth including humanity if left in its present undisturbed pristine state. And that is best accomplished by 
leaving it without roads! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christianne 
Last name: Carrillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6185 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
THE TONGASS IS VITAL TO THE SURVIVAL OF THE EARTH IN OUR LIFETIME AND OUR CHILDREN'S 
LIFETIME, AND EVERYTHING AFTER. TO LOSE OUR FOREST IS UNACCEPTABLE. LEAVE ROADLESS 
AREAS ALONE. EVERYTHING GOOD IS CONNECTED TO THE FACT THAT IT IS WILD. THE TONGASS IS 
IMPORTANT AND ENVERYONE WHO IS SAME KNOWS IT, IT GIVES LIFE TO EVERYTHING IN OUR 
STATE. PROTECT OUR FISH, LAND, TREES & WILD. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bing 
Last name: Carrmeo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5703 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adrian 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adrian Carroll and I live in Los Angeles, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am an Ecologist, and I study forests and other ecosystems. All life on planet earth is part of a interconnected 
web. The old growth forests hold an incredible amount of intelligence. They are part of our ancestry and they 
are the very essence of sacred. Any destruction would be a tremendous tragedy. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Am roadless rule 
 
I choose alternative one. There should be no renewed road building or logging in the Tonga's National Forest 
 
William L Carroll 
 
Natick, MA 01760 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Brian S. Carroll, DVM 
 
Dee M. Gragg, DVM 
 
Larry D. Powers, DVM 
 
Jason Miles, DVM 
 
Amanda Wilson, DVM 
 
November 7, 2019 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of what wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for te 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Brian Carroll 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in support of Alternative 1 and the continued implementation of the Roadless Rule. I'm not sure 
how many more public scoping meetings need to be held, nor how many more comment letters the Forest 
Service needs to receive before they get it; a majority of the public, both within Alaska and outside of the state 
are in favor of Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
What directive requires the Forest Service to give "substantial weight to the State's policy preferences as 
expressed in the incoming petition"? Is this a petition put forth by Alaska's governor? The Forest Service is 
funded by U.S. tax dollars, and as such it should put its substantial weight to considering the opinions of the 
public, not another governmental agency. 
 
 
 
We can argue endlessly (as well we have) as to whether or not the Forest Service has managed the Tongass 
responsibly over the last 70 years. It is almost a moot point anymore. The fact of the matter is, a clear majority 
of the citizenry is in favor Alternative 1. It is our forest. It does not belong to the USDA, nor to the State of 
Alaska for that matter. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service appears to show great disdain and arrogance for the public that pays their salaries by 
ignoring the majority of Americans who have spoken on this matter. 
 
 
 
"The USDA recognizes that ensuring rural Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the foundations 
of prosperity." I couldn't have said it better myself. Keep the Roadless Rule intact. 
 
[POSITION] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 5:43:20 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Carroll and I live in Knoxville, TN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I believe is preserving to integrity of the regions bio diversity.  It acts as an important ecology. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as the largest 
intact temperate rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, 
to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the 
indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I 
would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, 
foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 10:45:09 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joshua Carroll and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I've lived here my entire damn life. The forest has 
provided fruits of imagination that have nurtured me and my friends to make utter fools of ourselves with revelry 
and without shame. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, hunting, foraging 
for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It aint right. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Carroll and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
As a native Washingtonian, I know the ecological importance of this, the only temperate rain forest in the world, 
which supports unique species including the spirit bear. History and the world will condemn any government 
agency that sacrifices this wonder of the world to the Chinese demand for cheap wood. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Carroll 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3157 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Patrick Carroll 
 
Carmichael, CA 95608 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3224 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Patrick Carroll 
Carmichael, CA 95608 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3157 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Patrick Carroll 
Carmichael, CA 95608 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave this remaining virgin forest intact for future generations. It is so much more valuable a a source for 
salmon fishing and tourism. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Carroll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3993 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Carroll 
 
Cocolallab, ID 83813 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Carson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ian Carson and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in the Tongass for 6 years, and been visiting for 
longer. I work full-time in Sitka, AK as a Wilderness Expedition Specialist for Southeast Alaska Regional Health 
Consortium. I utilize the wilderness of the Tongass as a therapeutic tool, guiding at-risk Alaskan youth on 
therapeutically-focused wilderness expeditions during all seasons of the year. I regularly witness first-hand the 
value of experiences in the Tongass [as it stands today] to inspire positive change and personal growth in the 
youth of our state. Our children deserve the human dignity of inheriting the Tongass as it exists today, a rare 
patch of natural world left in good standing. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, 
subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my 
culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the northern 
mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon 
Entrance Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo 
Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Southeast Alaskans 
have made their opinion known: "NO ACTION." Full exemption of the Roadless Rule will do irreparable harm to 
existing economic drivers benefitting many Alaskans, trading natural beauty and sustainable resource 
extraction (hunting and fishing) opportunities for the short-term economic benefit of a choice few individuals.. 
The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 



maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Carson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wayne Carson and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
There will be people after you are dead that will want to enjoy open spaces and Federal monuments. Stop 
messing up the planet for the short term gain that will negatively impact the environment for years. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Wayne Carson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
 
 
You will receive many letters to explain why this plan to exploit some of this countries greatest wilderness is a 
bad idea. I will simply say that it is nothing less than a war crime, and anyone who supports and furthers it is a 
war criminal. Make your best judgment, but remember that you are also being judged. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian Carter 
 
Salisbury, VT 05769 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5152 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I cannot say that I have visited the Tongass National Forest personally. I can say that I hope to visit this place 
someday and that when I do, it is still roadless and undisturbed by man. Our national places are special (and 
valuable!) and our federal government MUST protect them! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Craig Carter 
 
Charlotte, NC 28210 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule Exemption Request 
 
Dear USFS: 
 
As a year round resident of Alaska for over 30 years, I urge the USFS to recommend Alternative 1, (no change, 
no exemption), with regard to the State of Alaska's request for exemption from the roadless rule. There are 
many good reasons to leave the rule in place. 
 
America has just a small remnant of old growth forests and habitats. By definition, they are not replaced when 
lumber interests cut these forests down. There is plenty of second growth forest to harvest. The fact that some 
areas have been "logged out" is not a good reason to destroy our limited remaining old growth forests and 
habitat. 
 
These areas, in the Tongass Forest, are relied on by Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian people for cultural and 
traditional food gathering activities. And, of course, many non-native visitors from Alaska and elsewhere 
appreciate these few remaining old growth forests. They are a national heritage. Further destruction of the 
limited remaining old growth forests is highly inappropriate. I also read that some 75% of Americans support 
keeping the roadless rule in place. We are talking about land that Americans own together. This overwhelming 
support for keeping the rule in place should weigh heavily in rejecting the State of Alaska's request to support 
the other 25% of Americans who may favor some sort of development. 
 
Another reason to reject the State's request is that the logging activities in Southeast Alaska apparently cost 
Americans more than any revenue derived from cutting down the little remaining old growth forest in the 
Tongass. This does not make any sense. A few people with interests in lumber want the USFS and the public 
to basically ignore both the environmental and economic evidence which supports keeping the roadless rule 
intact in the Tongass. This should be east to dispose of. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments, along with others. 
 
David Carter 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support alternative 1. All population growth and smothering of the earth needs to stop. Humans are 
committing suicide. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kitch 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kitch Carter and I live in Bloomington, Indiana. 
 
Your continued refusal to engage the Native American people's about this matter can now only be seen as a 
blatant racist act. Please do not perpetuate such shameful policies. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kitch Carter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Carter and I live in Annandale, Virginia. 
 
stay out of this pristine wilderness. once it is breached, it will be gone forever. Are we trying to destroy the 
entire earth before we go extinct due to our own stupidity? and take all the other animals with us? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Carter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rob Carter and I live in Lafayette, Colorado. 
 
 
Stay in integrity the Road less Rule, which was implemented in 2001 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rob Carter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
we are responsible to keep these locations wile & as natural habitats the future of Earth health & its people. Not 
for our own limited agendas. Keep Alaska roadless. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruth Carter and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
Air pollution has increased 22% in the last two years, and 10,000 additional deaths have occurred. Trump 
should be charged with crimes against humanity. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ruth Carter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 5:10:50 AM 
First name: Sydney 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sydney Carter and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Southeast Alaska for just Iver 4 years and 
am a guest on Tlingit land. This land and this forest provides me with food, recreation, and clean air. With each 
hike or hunt, I see magnificent old growth storing carbon, providing shelter. More importantly this land is critical 
to the cultures and people who have been here long before me. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, hunting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the 
Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change 
impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations  subsistence harvesting. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, keeping public lands 
wild for future generations, viewing wildlife. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Many SE Alaskans 
have voiced that no action is the best action. A full exemption ignores those voices, the voices who live with 
this land, depend on its wildness, and what we fight to protect.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption 
is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Carter and I live in Downers Grove, Illinois. 
 
Please uphold the Roadless Rule in Alaska, protecting the habitat of eagles, bears, wolves and salmon along 
with the livelihood and culture of the native Tinglit people. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Teresa Carter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 
Roadless Rule and the effect that such a change would have on its roadless areas from unnecessary logging 
and development. 
 
The Tongass is unique in the National Forest system. It is the largest temperate rain forest in the United States; 
it supports a pantheon of plants and wildlife; it supports tourism and outdoor recreation and commercial fishing 
and subsistence gathering. Above all, it is a vast carbon sink, critical to forestalling the worst effects of climate 
change. 
 
I have spent much of the last 20 years flying over southeast Alaska. The damage that has already been done 
to the Tongass and its ecosystems through clearcut logging is clearly visible - one need not be a scientist to 
observe the sediment choked streams in which no salmon could survive. One also not need to be a scientist to 
know that much of the old-growth timber has already long-since been harvested, and at a loss to the federal 
government. The idea that what remains should be harvested, that the Forest Service can honestly suggest 
that stripping existing protections from the Tongass will have no effect on the environment is absurd. And that it 
would be done in pursuit of only a few jobs and at taxpayer expense is ludicrous. 
 
The Roadless Rule came into being at the behest of the public. The public still supports it. Our environment 
requires it. Maintain the Roadless Rule on the Tongass National Forest! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Carter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Carter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Breckenridge 
Last name: Cartwright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Hello, 
 
Please let me voice my support for Alternative One. I do not support any additional road building. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Breckenridge Cartwright 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: cartwright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Forest 
 
Please leave the forest alone. We need our trees for fresh air, habitats for animals and for people to enjoy. 
Please stop Trump. I want my grandchildren to have a chance to enjoy our wonderful environment when they 
get older. So please consider stopping Trumps proposal. 
 
Mary Cartwright 
 
Salt Lake City 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Carver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Carver and I live in Ridgefield, WA. 
98642  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Carver 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosty 
Last name: Caryk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Although I am writing the following comments, I do not expect you will give them any credence nor do I expect 
you to care, as you are totally for the loggers and business.    
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rosty Caryk 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anonymous 
Last name: Casarella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Attachment1_Sources 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
Sources regarding the loss of taxpayer dollars:Taxpayer for Common Sense: https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-
natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/Government Accountability Office: 
https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-16-456[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
Sources regarding the loss of taxpayer dollars:Taxpayer for Common Sense: https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-
natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/Government Accountability Office: 
https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-16-456[Position] 
 



Sources regarding the loss of taxpayer dollars:

Taxpayer for Common Sense: https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/
cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/

Government Accountability Office: https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-16-456

https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/cutting-our-losses-tongass-timber/
https://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-16-456


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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: BP 
Last name: Casbara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4027 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule should not be repealed. 
 
It is the product of years of collaboration. It is not meant to prohibit logging, mining or other consumptive uses 
in the forests. Mining is still allowed, as are new mining claims. New roads for transportation, energy 
development, wildfire and forest health projects are allowed. Since the Roadless Rule became official, the 
Forest Service has approved every one of the 58 requests for projects in roadless areas in Alaska. 
 
Fiscally, building new roads for timber in a forest like the Tongass often doesn't make sense. In May 2018, the 
Forest Service spent just over $3 million building timber roads on the Kuiu Islands after prior offerings received 
no bids. The minimum required bid was less than $200,000, by the time the sale closed, it still had received no 
bids. More than $3 million was wasted. 
 
Economically, the Roadless Rule has supported food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and 
recreational fishing. It has supported fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. 
 
Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Please do 
not repeal roadless area protections for habitat necessary for our fish and wildlife populations to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
BP Casbara 
 
Hamilton, MT 59840 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: BP 
Last name: Casbara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5115 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has worked for over 20 years. It has already been through the public process. In 200, 95% 
of the over 1.6 million people who commented, supported strong protections for roadless areas. Public 
comments in 2018 and 2019 also overwhelmingly supported retaining the Rule in Alaska. 
 
The Roadless Rule strikes the right balance by allowing energy, infrastructure and other development activities. 
All 58 applications for development activities in Tongass Roadless Areas have been granted. The approval 
process is quick. 
 
According to the Taxpayers for Common Sense, the USFS could lose more than $180 million in the Tongass 
over next four years. Congressional sources already note the Tongass road maintenance backlog at roughly 
$68 million. Also, the Tongass already has more than 5,000 miles of permanent logging roads transecting its 
landscape for access to timber. Currently, there are more than 1,200 places on the Tongass where the roads 
don't allow fish to migrate. Removing the Roadless Rule is bad economics. 
 
The Tongass is our largest national forest and part of the largest remaining intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, with unique plants, animals and fish found in vast and sustainable numbers. It produces more salmon 
than all other national forests combined, and produces 80% of the salmon harvested on the national forest 
system. It is a national treasure. 
 
Roadless areas and places like the Tongass 77 contain highly-productive fish habitat critical to local fishing and 
tourism industries, which power a more than $2 billion industry and support more than a quarter of the region's 
jobs-annually! 
 
Please do not roll back roadless area protections. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
BP Casbara 
 
Hamilton, MT 59840 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: Cascade 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511. I am writing to urge the 
USFS to adopt the "No Action" alternative on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to keep Roadless Rule 
protections intact for the ?Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
The preferred alternative proposed by the USFS constitutes a full exemption of the Roadless Rule, which 
removes protections for 9.3 million roadless acres on Alaska's Tongass National Forest . This proposed action 
opens pristine roadless areas of our largest national forest to logging and road development. 
 
 
 
Not only does this threaten habitat for wildlife including grizzly bears, moose, and salmon, it also sets a 
dangerous precedent that could open up roadless areas in wild forests across the nation. As a resident of 
Colorado, I cherish our roadless areas for the unfragmented acreage they afford wildlife and for the watersheds 
and forests they protect. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest - an old-growth temperate rain forest - stores more carbon than any forest in the 
nation. Its role in the global carbon cycle is critical as it is the most productive carbon-sequestering forest on 
Earth! 
 
 
 
Given climate change, deforestation worldwide, increasing population, and ongoing development and 
recreation pressures, it is irresponsible of the USFS to diminish in any way the integrity and resiliency of our 
country's largest forest - The Tongass. 
 
 
 
I urge you to adopt the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bethany 
Last name: Case 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have zero idea why it makes sense to open this land for a purpose other than using it as gentle recreation and 
conservation. Please keep this closed to any use other than keeping it natural. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Glenn 
Last name: Case 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[See attached postcard; received December 27, 2019. Redacted to protect personal information; original within 
project record.] 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No_Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
Proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove 
protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest remaining 
intact temperate rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and wildlife is 
essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to 
combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Glenn Case 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Case 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Case 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Casey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Casey and I live in Irving, Texas. 
 
There is no logical reason to begin logging/destruction of this beautiful park to satisfy only the anti-
environmental and pro business at any cost of the most destructive administration ever.PLEASE, do not let 
greed win over beauty. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joseph Casey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Randall 
Last name: Casey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randall Casey and I live in Herndon, Virginia. 
 
I believe that the vast majority of fellow Americans believe like I do: leave the Tongass National Forest alone 
without roads to preserve one of our national treasures. Sadly, just a few are looking for excuses to make more 
money and are willing to crowd out the will of the people. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Randall Casey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 4:35:29 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cash 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the world's largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 
"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation in the United States. 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world's entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to reducing 
emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest. 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule.  
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
  
Sincerely, 
Anna 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cash 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Cash and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
Please do the right thing and PROTECT our native old growth forests!  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Cash 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marvin 
Last name: Cash 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5400 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am an avid fisherman and outdoorsman. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marvin Cash 
 
Charlotte, NC 28270 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Cashatt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, 
 
I please urge you to choose Alternative 1 for how to apply the Roadless Rule to Alaska. This would take no 
action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. As 
our country, and world, struggles with how to deal with climate change, exactly zero people think that that 
cutting down more trees will help reverse climate change. By cutting down the old-growth Tongass National 
Forest, all the carbon that is stored in those trees will eventually end up in our atmosphere, compounding the 
impact of climate change. The Tongass National Forest holds almost 10% of all the carbon in trees in National 
Forest land. Cutting down the Tongass trees is a massive mistake that will irreversibly harm the ecosystem of 
the Tongass and will push our planet closer to the edge of climate change disasters. The United States should 
hold and protect our old-growth forests as a badge of honor, to show the world how all countries should push to 
protect pristine wilderness lands to preserve delicate ecosystems. Lastly, the Tongass serves as a vital tourism 
attraction that attracts hikers, fishermen, and sightseers to the Tongass who want to spend time outdoors in a 
priceless, pristine wilderness area that has been untouched for thousands of years, and hopefully thousands to 
come if Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue chooses Alternative 1, keeping the Tongass and the rest of Alaska 
protected by the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hoather 
Last name: Cashen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5807 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Calvin 
Last name: Casipit 
Organization: City of Gustavus 
Title: Mayor 
Comments: 
RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 
 
Dear Secretary Purdue: 
 
The City of Gustavus, Alaska has corresponded with you, Alaska Regional Forester David Schmidt, and 
Tongass National Forest Supervisor, Earl Stewart regarding the Department's efforts regarding the Alaska 
specific Roadless Rule. We sent detailed comments on Nov. 20, 2018 and Resolution CY19-31 (attached) to 
your Rulemaking team. 
 
The City of Gustavus stands by the above referenced documents and remain opposed to any modification of 
the Roadless Rule in Alaska. The current Tongass Land Management Plan as amended in 2016 should be 
supported and implemented. We prefer the No Action Alternative of your Draft EIS. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mayor - City of Gustavus , 
 
CC: Afaska.Regional Forester - David Schmidt 
 
Tongass Forest Supervisor - Earl Stewar 
 
--------------------- 
 
Subject: Roadless Rule Exemption Proposal for Alaska 
 
Reference: City of Gustavus Resolution CY 19-31 Commenting on the USFS Roadless Rule Proposal 
 
The City of Gustavus and the community generally have long advocated thoughtful forest management and 
protection for the Tongass National Forest, and particularly for lands in our proximity in the Icy Strait region. In 
our view, timber should be made available for regional use, but on a small, sustainable scale, and in ways that 
fully protect other values. We are proud to say that our efforts, in concert with other Alaskans, have resulted in 
a framework of protection and use that makes our region an example of sustainability. One does not have to go 
far to find examples of more destructive practices. 
 
The State of Alaska is now proposing to the US Forest service that a form of this protection, the Roadless Rule, 
be revised in ways that could reopen certain places along Icy Strait to large-scale logging. We oppose that. The 
attached Resolution# CY 19-31 provides the City's general rationale in that regard. The purpose of this letter is 
to spell out our history with, and values we attach to, areas and issues of particular concern. 
 
HOMESHORE (Point Couverden) 
 
This area's name refers to its long use and residency by local people, which speaks to its values in a host of 
ways. Large-scale logging in this area at the northeastern margin of Icy Strait began over 30 yea.rs ago. 
Gustavus opposed the scale and subsidization of the logging and roading that has gone on there but has been 
more supportive of the small-scale sales grants to local mills in recent yea.rs. The initial road system was 
terminated near Point Couverden, with the understanding that it might someday be extended northeastward 
into what is classified under the present Tongass Land Use Management Plan (TLMP) as Old-Growth Habitat. 
The City would oppose that extension on the basis that the area has already been too heavily exploited. 
 
 
 
POINT ADOLPHUS/ MUD BAY/IDAHO INLET 
 



Gustavus advocated successfully for designation of this area as "legislative LUD II" in the Tongass Timber 
Reform Act, and later for its inclusion in TLMP and as a Roadless Area . It includes numerous fish streams, 
anchorages, deer hunting areas, campsites, berry patches, and summer tourist visitation sites of great value to 
our community and others along Icy Strait. In our view, this area (and all LUD II areas) have been given formal 
protection by Congress and should certainly not be considered for exclusion from roadless designation. 
 
CHICKEN CREEK 
 
This large watershed across Icy Strait from Gustavus contains the most extensive stands of high-volume timber 
left in our region. The creek system is host to large runs of pink, chum, and especially coho salmon. Its shores 
are of value to locals for recreation, deer hunting, and, in spring, wild plant gathering. Its value as old-growth 
habitat, already high, is raised in importance because the lands to eastward have been so heavily logged and 
roaded by Sealaska Corporation. [middot]The community worked hard and successfully to stop a large timber 
sale there about twenty years ago, and to get the watershed designated in TLMP as Old-Growth Habitat. 
However, this designation is strictly administrative. At present, it is also protected by the Roadless Rule, and 
we feel strongly it should stay that way. 
 
CLIMATE CHANGE/ECOSYSTEM SERVICES 
 
Climate change is a fact. The urgency of slowing and eventually stopping the drivers for climate change have 
been made all the more clear in the Oct. , 2018 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Special Report 
Global Warming of l .5 [deg]C. As noted in the City's resolution, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-
growth forest and soils of the Tongass National Forest represents one of the greatest carbon stores in the 
world. Intact roadless areas on the Tongass are essential for maintaining America's r esilience and slowing 
down climate change throughout the world , and they should not be diminished. Additionally, the ecosystem 
services-clean water, dean air, fish and animal habitat, etc.-that the Tongass provides 24/ 7 at no cost to 
taxpayers must be a major consideration in the management of our forest. The Roadless Rule serves this 
purpose admirably. 
 
 
 
CLOSING REMARKS 
 
Many of us in Gustavus are dismayed that the Forest Service, despite overwhelming public support for the 
Road.less Rule, is working to relax that rule. In doing so, the Forest Service is severely jeopardizing its 
relationship with the communities it is supposed to serve. People need to be confident that forest management 
decisions have a sound scientific basis, not-as is the case with the attempt to relax the roadless rule-the whims 
of politics or ideology. The damage to the Forest Service's credibility, even under the best of circumstances, 
may take decades to repair. 
 
On behalf of the City Council of Gustavus, I urge that the USFS 2001 Roadless Rule should remain intact for 
Alaska and the Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas should retain the full protection of the existing rule. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Calvin Casipit 
 
Mayor, City of Gustavus, Alaska 
 
Enclosure: (1) City of Gustavus, Alaska Resolution CY19-31 
 
cc: Dave Schmid, Acting Regional Forester 
 
 
 
CITY OF GUSTAVUS 
 



RESOLUTION CY 19-31 
 
A RESOLUTION CITY OF GUSTAVUS COMMENTING ON THE USFS ROADLESS RULE 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Gustavus is a distinctive community that prospers by and through protection of its 
natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, the sustainability and resilience of our Gustavus economy and our lifestyles depend upon nurturing 
and sustaining the natural resources of our forests, rivers, and ocean, locally and regionally in Southeast 
Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, many Gustavus residents obtain their livelihood from environmentally dependent tourism and 
fishing activities; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Road.less Rule was first adopted in 2001 to protect over 50 million acres of our nation's most 
essential and intact road.less areas in National Forests throughout the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, a USFS scoping meeting on the future of the Road.less Rule in Alaska held recently in Gustavus 
was well attended by Gustavus residents; and 
 
WHEREAS, roadless areas on Tongass represent some of the most spectacular and unique roadless areas 
anywhere in the national forest system and support hunting, fishing, customary and traditional uses, 
unparalleled outdoor recreation opportunities, and 
 
opportunities for businesses; and 
 
WHEREAS, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-growth forest and soils of the Tongass National 
Forest represents one of the highest carbon stores in the world, and the conservation of intact inventoried 
road.less areas on the Tongass is essential for maintaining America's resilience and slowing down climate 
change throughout the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tongass provides a wide range of ecosystem services beyond carbon sequestration to 
residents and visitors alike on a 24/ 7 basis naturally and at no cost to the taxpayer; and 
 
WHEREAS, increased logging of mature forest in the existing road.less areas of the Tongass will seriously 
impact the ability of the forest to provide these vital ecosystem services; and 
 
WHEREAS, the community of Gustavus in the 1980s successfully advocated for wilderness status for Icy Strait 
islands and for the designation of the Chicken Creek watershed and much of northwest Chichagof Island as 
road.less wild.lands; and 
 
WHEREAS, the community of Gustavus has opposed the large-scale roading and logging at Homeshore (Point 
Couverden); and 
 
WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass timber is uncompetitive 
because of fundamental, permanent changes that have occurred in global timber markets, high labor costs, 
distance from markets, and less-expensive substitutes; and 
 
WHEREAS, timber from Tongass forest lands has always been sold at a significant loss to the US taxpayers; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, 374 timber-related jobs in Southeast Alaska in 2017 represented only 0.78 percent of total 
Southeast Alaska employment; and 
 
WHEREAS, if the USFS and the State of Alaska are interested in increasing employment on the Tongass, 
there are numerous opportunities to employ forest workers to restore forest ecosystems damaged by past 
logging activities; 
 



THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that, given the serious and long-lasting impacts of any reduction in current 
Roadless Rule protections on the Tongass, the City of Gustavus strongly supports lasting protection for all 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest as provided for in the 2001 Roadless Rule. There 
should be no exemption from the Roadless Rule for Alaska and there should be no Alaska-specific roadless 
rule; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City of Gustavus urges that sustainable timber production opportunities 
be identified on federal, state, and private forest lands, particularly focusing on second-growth timber, outside 
the existing roadless areas, in support of a domestic wood products industry suitable in scale to the limited 
demand for products from this region; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the City of Gustavus urges the USFS to invest in programs and employment 
opportunities for Southeast residents to restore the health and productivity of Tongass forests and streams, as 
a means of supporting vital ecosystem services such as carbon sequestration, small-scale timber production, 
fish and wildlife populations, natural vistas, visitor amenities, subsistence, hydrological resources, and more. 
 
The City of Gustavus submits the attached letter with expanded and specific comments for our local area. 
 
PASSED and APPROVED by the Gustavus City Council this 19th day of November, 2018. 
 
 
 
[Attachment is a pdf document identical to Letter text] 
 
[Position] 
 



December 5, 2019 

Honorable Sonny Purdue 
Secretary of Agriculture 
US Department of Agriculture 
Office of the Secretary 
1400 Independence Ave. SW 
Washington, DC. 20250 

RE: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 

Dear Secretary Purdue: 

City of Gustavus 
P.O. Box 1 

Gustavus, AK 99826 
Phone: (907) 697-2451 

The City of Gustavus, Alaska has cotres'pondetl with you, Alaska Re 
David Schmidt, and Tongass National Forest Supervisor, Earl Stewa regarding the 
Department's efforts regarding the Alaska specific Roadless Rule. W sent detailed 
comments on Nov. 20, 2018 and Resolution CY19-31 (attached) toy ur Rulemaking 
team. 

The City of Gustavus stands by the above referenced documents and emain opposed 
to any modification of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. The current Ton ss Land 
Management Plan as amended in 2016 should be supported and impl mented. We 
prefer the No Action Alternative of your Draft EIS. 

Sincerely, 

€:ca~ 
Mayor - City of ,Gustavus , 

CC: Afaska.Regional Forester - David Schmidt 
Tongass Forest Supervisor - Earl Stewar 



November 20, 2018 

Tongass National Forest 
Earl Stewart, Forester Supervisor 

648 Mission Street 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 

City of Gustavus 

P.O. Box 1 

Gustavus, AK 99826 

Phone: (907) 697-2451 

Subject: Roadless Rule Exemption Proposal for Alaska 

Reference: City of Gustavus Resolution CY 19-31 Commenting on the USFS 
Roadless Rule Proposal 

The City of Gustavus and the community generally have long advocated thoughtful 
forest management and protection for the Tongass National Forest, and particularly 
for lands in our proximity in the Icy Strait region. In our view, timber should be made 
available for regional use, but on a small, sustainable scale, and in ways that fully 
protect other values. We are proud to say that our efforts, in concert with other 
Alaskans, have resulted in a framework of protection and use that makes our region 
an example of sustainability. One does not have to go far to find examples of more 
destructive practices. 

The State of Alaska is now proposing to the US Forest service that a form of this 
protection, the Roadless Rule, be revised in ways that could reopen certain places 
along ky Strait to large-scale logging. We oppose that. The attached Resolution# CY 
19-31 provides the City's general rationale in that regard. The purpose of this letter is
to spell out our history \X.,ith, and values we attach to, areas and issues of particular

concern.

HOMESHORE (Point Couverden) 

This area's name refers to its long use and residency by local people, which speaks to 
its values in a hosl of ways. Large-scale logging in this area at the northeastern 
margin of Icy Strait began over 30 yea.rs ago. Gusta\'US opposed the scale and 
subsidization of the logging and roading that has gonf' on there but has been more 
supporth·e of the small-scale sales grantf'd Lo local mills in recent yea.rs. The initial 
road system was terminated near Point Couverdf'n, \\ith the understanding that it 
might somecla) be f'xtendecl northeastward into what is classified under the present 
Tongass Land Use Management Plan (TLMP) as Old-Gro\vth HabiLat. The City would 
oppose that extension on the basis that the area has already been too heavily 
exploited. 
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POINT ADOLPHUS/ MUD BAY/IDAHO INLET 

Gustavus advocated successfully for designation of this area as "legislative LUD II" in 
the Tongass Timb er Reform Act, and later for its inclusion in TLMP and as a Roadless 
Area . It includes num erous fish streams, anchorages, deer hunting areas, campsites, 
berry patches, and summer tourist visitation sites of great value to our community 
and others along Icy Strait. In our view, this area (and all LUD II areas) have been 
given formal protection by Congress and should certainly not be considered for 
exclusion from roadless designation. 

CHICKEN CREEK 

This large watershed across Icy Strait from Gustavus contains the most extensive 
stands of high-volum e timber left in our region. The creek system is host to large runs 
of pink, chum , and especially coho salmon. Its shores are of value to locals for 
recreation, deer hunting, and, in spring, wild plant gathering. Its value as old-growth 
habitat, already high, is raised in importance because the lands to eastward have been 
so heavily logged and roaded by Sealaska Corporation. ·The community worked hard 
and successfully to stop a large timber sale there about twenty years ago, and to get 
the watershed designated in TLMP as Old-Growth Habitat. However, this designation 
is strictly administrative. At present, it is also protected by the Roadless Rule, and we 
feel strongly it should stay that way. 

CLIMATE CHANGE/ECOSYSTEM SERVICES 

Climate change is a fact. The urgency of slowing and eventually stopping the drivers 
for climate ch ange have been made all the more clear in the Oct. , 2018 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change Special Report Global Warming of l .5 °C. 
As noted in the City's resolution, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-growth 
forest and soils of the Tongass National Forest represents one of the greatest carbon 
stores in the world. Intact roadless areas on the Tongass are essential for maintaining 
America's r esilience and slowing down climate change throughout the world , and they 
should not be diminished. Additionally, the ecosystem services-clean water, dean air, 
fish and animal habitat , etc.-that the Tongass provides 24/ 7 at no cost to taxpayers 
must be a major consideration in the management of our forest. The Roadless Rule 
serves this purpose admirably. 
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CLOSING REMARKS 

City of Gustavus 
P.O. Box 1 

Gustavus, AK 99826 
Phone: (907) 697-2451 

Many of us in Gustavus are dismayed that the Forest Service, despite overwhelming 
public support for the Road.less Rule, is working to relax that rule. In doing so, the 
Forest Service is severely jeopardizing its relationship with the communities it is 
supposed to serve. People need to be confident that forest management decisions have 
a sound scientific basis, not-as is the case with the attempt to relax the roadless 
rule-the whims of politics or ideology. The damage to the Forest Service's credibility, 
even under the best of circumstances, may take decades to repair. 

On behalf of the City Council of Gustavus, I urge that the USFS 2001 Roadless Rule 
should remain intact for Alaska and the Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas 
should retain the full protection of the existing rule. 

Sincerely, /J ............. _/ 
/d~ 

~1p1t 
Mayor, City of Gustavus, Alaska 

Enclosure: (1) City of Gustavus, Alaska Resolution CY19-31 
cc: Dave Schmid, Acting Regional Forester 
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CITY OF GUSTAVUS 
RESOLUTION CY 19-31 

A RESOLUTION CITY OF GUSTAVUS COMMENTING ON THE USFS ROADLESS RULE 

WHEREAS, The City of Gustavus is a distinctive community that prospers by and through 
protection of its natural resources; and 

WHEREAS, the sustainability and resilience of our Gustavus economy and our lifestyles 
depend upon nurturing and sustaining the natural resources of our forests, rivers, and ocean, 
locally and regionally in Southeast Alaska; and 

WHEREAS, many Gustavus residents obtain their livelihood from environmentally dependent 
tourism and fishing activities; and 

WHEREAS, the Road.less Rule was first adopted in 2001 to protect over 50 million acres of our 
nation's most essential and intact road.less areas in National Forests throughout the United 
States; and 

WHEREAS, a USFS scoping meeting on the future of the Road.less Rule in Alaska held recently 
in Gustavus was well attended by Gustavus residents; and 

WHEREAS, roadless areas on Tongass represent some of the most spectacular and unique 
roadless areas anywhere in the national forest system and support hunting, fishing, 
customary and traditional uses, unparalleled outdoor recreation opportunities, and 
opportunities for businesses; and 

WHEREAS, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-growth forest and soils of the 
Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon stores in the world, and the 
conservation of intact inventoried road.less areas on the Tongass is essential for maintaining 
America's resilience and slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 

WHEREAS, the Tongass provides a wide range of ecosystem services beyond carbon 
sequestration to residents and visitors alike on a 24/ 7 basis naturally and at no cost to the 
taxpayer; and 

WHEREAS, increased logging of mature forest in the existing road.less areas of the Tongass 
will seriously impact the ability of the forest to provide these vital ecosystem services; and 

WHEREAS, the community of Gustavus in the 1980s successfully advocated for wilderness 
status for Icy Strait islands and for the designation of the Chicken Creek watershed and much 
of northwest Chichagof Island as road.less wild.lands; and 

WHEREAS, the community of Gustavus has opposed the large-scale roading and logging at 
Homeshore (Point Couverden); and 

WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass timber is 
uncompetitive because of fundamental, permanent changes that have occurred in global 
timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less-expensive substitutes; and 



WHEREAS, timber from Tongass forest lands has always been sold at a significant loss to the 
US taxpayers; and 

WHEREAS, 374 timber-related jobs in Southeast Alaska in 2017 represented only 0.78 
percent of total Southeast Alaska employment; and 

WHEREAS, if the USFS and the State of Alaska are interested in increasing employment on 
the Tongass, there are numerous opportunities to employ forest workers to restore forest 
ecosystems damaged by past logging activities; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that, given the serious and long-lasting impacts of any 
reduction in current Roadless Rule protections on the Tongass, the City of Gustavus strongly 
supports lasting protection for all inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest as 
provided for in the 2001 Roadless Rule. There should be no exemption from the Roadless Rule 
for Alaska and there should be no Alaska-specific roadless rule; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City of Gustavus urges that sustainable timber 
production opportunities be identified on federal, state, and private forest lands, particularly 
focusing on second-growth timber, outside the existing roadless areas, in support of a 
domestic wood products industry suitable in scale to the limited demand for products from 
this region; and 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the City of Gustavus urges the USFS to invest in programs 
and employment opportunities for Southeast residents to restore the health and productivity 
of Tongass forests and streams, as a means of supporting vital ecosystem services such as 
carbon sequestration, small-scale timber production, fish and wildlife populations, natural 
vistas, visitor amenities, subsistence, hydrological resources, and more. 

The City of Gustavus submits the attached letter with expanded and specific comments for our 
local area. 

PASSED and APPROVED by the Gustavus City Council this 19th day of November, 2018. 

0_~_1--,,4--~_____J._-_,_1 --
Calvin Casipit, Mayor Karen Platt, City Clerk 

City of Gustavus, Alaska 
Resolution CY 19-31 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Casker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Casker and I live in Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
 
The "logic" behind weakening clean air rules is what, exactly? Other than industry profits while sickening 
people and the planet. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Casker 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Caso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Caso and I live in Rocky Hill, Connecticut. 
 
The Trump administration is out to do the most damage it can to the world. Why? He seems to value nothing 
which is sad.We need all the trees we can have to help save our planet and he doesn't care. Yes he will be 
dead when it happens but his kid and grandchildren won't be. He should at least care about them...but I guess 
not. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Caso 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:12:54 PM 
First name: MICHAEL 
Last name: CASO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
DON'T YOU DARE DISTURB THIS AREA...WE NEED ALL THE TREES WE CAN GET TO COMBAT 
CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE PEOPLE AND ANIMALS THAT CALL THIS ARE HOME DESERVE BETTER. 
CUT ALL THE TREES ON TRUMP PROPERTIES INSTEAD. 
 
Sincerely, 
MICHAEL CASO 
Rocky Hill, CT 06067 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Casota 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6283 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Cass 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Cassel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: G S 
Last name: Casselman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My comments are re: the U.S. Dept. of Agriculture's having issued their preferred alternative on the Draft 
Alaska-Specific Roadless Rule, which as I understand it (e.g. their position) is a full exemption of the Rule, the 
result of which would remove protections for 9.3 million roadless acres on Alaska's Tongass National Forest. I 
am adamantly opposed to that proposed alternative/position. Instead, I am in support of the Forest Service 
adopting a no-action outcome/decision on this DEIS. So, to be specific ... my position is to strongly encourage 
the U.S. Forest Service to take the "No Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to keep 
Roadless Rule protections intact for the ?Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
The U.S. Dept. of Agriculture's action, if adopted, opens pristine roadless areas of our largest national forest 
(an old-growth temperate rain forest) to logging and road development. Not only does this threaten habitat for 
wildlife including grizzly bears, moose, and salmon, it also sets a bad precedent that could open up 
other/additional roadless areas in wild forests across the nation. 
 
 
 
The Tongass forest's role in the global carbon cycle is especially significant and vital-storing more carbon than 
any forest in the nation. And looking globally, it is the most productive carbon-trapping forest on Earth. This fact 
alone should afford it permanent protection from road development and/or resource-extraction infringement or 
other non-sustainable tree/resource 'harvesting' considerations. The Earth has so few of these impactful large-
scale cleansing systems left; the Tongass is an essential and pivotal system, and must be protected for the 
long term. 
 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to express my position on this important issue. To recap: please take the "No 
Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, and protect the Tongass Nat'l Forest. 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
GSC 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Forests belong to the public and should be safeguarded for future generations. No drilling or cutting g in 
the publics lsnd 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1142 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: edward 
Last name: cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is edward cassidy and I live in Redwood City, California. 
 
 
from 1970 to 1974 i was employed by the USFS. please stop clearcutting the Alaskan Forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, edward cassidy 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mackensey 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mackensey 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mackensey 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mackensey 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mackensey 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1282 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pam 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pam Cassidy and I live in Lakeport, California. 
 
Please Do Not clear-cut this Rainforest that is so vital for clean air &amp;amp; water, Wildlife ecosystems, and 
slowing climate change! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put Wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the health &amp; survival of the planet above corporate profits by choosing to 
keep the rule in place unchanged!! 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pam Cassidy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Cassidy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Cassill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean K. Cassilland I live in Bellingham, WA  
[98225 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Cassill 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cassinelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, I am strongly opposed to the logging of these old growth forests. We need to protect the ecosystem but 
also I want my government to recognize the resounding voice of the scientists worldwide saying trees are key 
to reduction of co2 gasses. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Castanon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
The Tongass is a precious wildlife area. Rare 1000 yr old trees, wolf species, brown bears and bald eagles 
thrive there. 
 
If tree logging and/or mining occurs within the Tongass area it will negative impact the area and threaten all this 
precious wildlife. 
 
I urge you to not exempt any part of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. We must preserve this unique and 
non-replaceable area. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Castanon 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Castanon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass is a habitat for wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and many others. More than 300 species of 
birds live there, and rivers and lakes provide a habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
Removing the Roadless Rule protections would invite destructive development of the area. Keep Roadless 
Rule protections and the Tongass National Forest protected. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Castanon 
 
Pittsburgh, PA 15217 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Analicia 
Last name: Castared 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC180 
 
Future generations deserve to enjoy the tongass too 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Casteel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow "them" to take these trees. Why is our own government destroying out national treasures? 
So we will have to buy oxygen from "them"? Whatever God you believe in would not want America's Amazon 
logged. Do what is right. Stand up for the good! I truly beg you to listen to your heart and not destroy these 
ancient forests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Casteel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Cmon guys. Please protect the damn environment and stop whoring our public land to big business. Dont allow 
this logging to take place. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:21:07 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Castellanos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrea Castellanos 
Los Lunas, NM 87031 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Castellanos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Castellanos and I live in Los Lunas, New Mexico. 
 
Please prioritize our health and the health of our environment above big polluters. We need to get serious 
about addressing the climate crisis and cutting methane from the oil and gas industry. We should not be 
weakening federal standards because voluntary pollution reduction programs do not cover most gas producers. 
Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Andrea Castellanos 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vicky 
Last name: Castellanos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicky Castellanos and I live in Coronado, California. 
 
We can't afford more pollution in our environment, for the health of the residents and our environment. Oil and 
gas companies shouldn't have free reign to release even more toxins just to stuff their pockets while we 
breathe, drink and eat pollutants. The government is to see over our wellbeing and look after our soil, not to 
tend to big oil and gas companies interests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Vicky Castellanos 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Castevens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Castevens and I live in Winston-salem, North Carolina. 
 
You will forever regret this decision and will likely have to account for this destruction of our earth in the 
hereafter. We are called to be stewards of this Earth, not destroyers of it. Please do not permit clearcutting in 
protected wilderness areas like this. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cindy Castevens 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 6:07:07 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Castiglioni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Castiglioni and I live in Clinton, CT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Although I may never actually be able to spend time in the Tongass Natl Forest, just knowing it is being 
protected for future generations and not exploited is important to me. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Analiese 
Last name: Castillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Analiese Castillo and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Analiese Castillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Analiese 
Last name: Castillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Analiese Castillo and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Analiese Castillo 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Castillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sara Castillo and I live in Rock Hill, South Carolina. 
 
I believe that the wild forests in Alaska belong to all of us Americans; they should not be cut down for anyone's 
profit. They are not simply trees, but rainforests that protect our climate. I sincerely hope that you believe in 
climate change: it is real. What is happening to our Earth may not affect us, but it will certainly affect our 
children and our grandchildren. Please stand with those who will protect these trees and protect our climate. It 
is our responsibility. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sara Castillo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Castine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Castine and I live in Egg Harbor City, New Jersey. 
 
We only get one chance to decide if we're going to protect this precious &amp;amp; important part of our public 
lands. Once they are ruined there will be no going back. They belong to the public, not Donald Trump. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patricia Castine 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Castle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 7:45:38 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Castle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Castle and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in SE Alaska for my entire adult life (over 30 
years ).  I gather most of my food locally and I value the natural resources that are left here. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 2: open up roaded roadless. It protects 
important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering 
wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  
economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We already are 
struggling to maintain our fisheries and areas of wilderness habitat.  There is not that much of this habitat left 
and what there is needs to be preserved.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dillon 
Last name: Castleton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dillon Castleton and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
This is one of the last wild places on earth that has not been severely compromised or completely damaged for 
commercial interests, so we have a profound responsibility and opportunity to leave it in its pristine state for 
generations of humans and wildlife to enjoy its majesty. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dillon Castleton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Casto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3761 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ray Casto 
 
Parkersburg, WV 26101 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Castro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC715 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cas 
Last name: Castro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I have seen in a local Washington state newspaper that has stated that the Forestry Department in Alaska is 
considering lowering the sanctions upon the Tongass National Forest and open it to roads. Due to the reports 
of those who live there as well as the interest of maintaining local culture, habitats, and natural resources, it is 
the opinion of this writer that you not open this land. Instead, I am advocating for the continued protection of 
this land and it's national forest status. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cassandra Castro 
 
-- 
 
"The real voyage of discovery consists not in seeing new landscapes, but in having new eyes." - Marcel Proust 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: Castro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep roadless rule for Tongass 
 
Please do not remove the roadless rule protections for the Tongass National Forest. It needs to be kept 
beautiful and not ruined by drilling or mining. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marc Castro 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Castte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC784 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: DR 
Last name: CASWELL 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is DR CASWELL and I live in Paauilo, Hawaii. 
 
WE HAVE LESS THAN 11 YEARS TO TURN IT AROUND SO THAT HUMANS CAN SURVIVE-- STOP 
KILLING TREE AND OUR WORLD ENVIRONMENT-- SHORT TERM GREED, END OF OUR WORLD-- SO 
STUPID 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, DR CASWELL 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Caswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska DEIS 
 
Hi folks, 
 
Your email makes it impossible for the ordinary citizen to understand what you are saying about the Roadless 
Rule and Draft DEIS. There is no link at all to this document. 
 
Your email is very public-unfriendly. Its almost as if you do not welcome comments from the taxpayers who 
fund your salaries. 
 
Could you send me just the DEIS? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Helen 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Caswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The recommendation to log the Tongass is short sighted and a betrayal of the public trust. In this era of 
undeniable climate change, the only reasonable choice for you to make is to keep the "No-Action 
Alternative."These forests are the proper inheritance of ALL Americans and not meant for the profit of a few, 
with disregard for native peoples, public health and the environment.You are charged with a solem duty; a 
decision to log this national treasure will make you scorned for generations. 
 
Regards, Helen Caswell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Cataleta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5197 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have spent every summer for the last 10 years guiding in the Tongass. Keeping it wild is it's only chance for 
survival. Look around, once you open this land up to development there's no putting Pandora back in her box. 
You will essentially be signing and supporting a death warrant for one of the world's last abundant temperate 
rainforests. Please don't let this happen on your watch. Protect this small, in perspective to the state, piece of 
mother nature last strongholds. I want my son and his son to see the land how it was made not how man made 
it. I want them to be able to look to the USFS, and other govt entities responsible for managing and 
PROTECTING our natural resources, and see them a friend rather than for, as a steward rather than a 
negligent, squandering tyrant. Please don't let your legacy be forever stained by backing the changes and 
opening up that pristine wilderness to devastating development. They've already started cutting a road through 
major streams and forests outside of Sitka and I can tell you first hand that we have already seen a huge 
impact to the ecosystem from just the preliminary operations. You will kill yet another forest you are 
empowered to protect. Stand up for what's right. If people really love getting out into nature they will find a way. 
They will also try and get as far away from said roads and development as possible. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stuart Cataleta 
 
Mesa, AZ 85207 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Catanzaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Catanzaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1236 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Catanzaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Catanzaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Catanzaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Cate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3669 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom Cate 
 
Montpelier, VT 05602 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Cate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3669 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Tom Cate 
Montpelier, VT 05602 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 8:41:58 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Catechi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Benjamin Catechi and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Public, open lands are necessary for human survival. As Wallace Stegner put it, Something will have gone out 
of us as a people if we ever let the remaining wilderness be destroyed ... We simply need that wild country 
available to us, even if we never do more than drive to its edge and look in. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, to keep public lands wild for future generations, 
the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these 
priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by 
roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, 
hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is 
important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Cates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6365 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a lifelong resident of Juneau AK. Coming from a fishing family & community, it is important that our 
ecosystem remains intact & healthy, both for the livihood of family & for the coninued sustanability of AK life. 
Please demand a *no-action*[text underlined for emphasis] on the roadless rule in the Tongass. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kelly Cates 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Cates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6381 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to demand a no-action alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless rule and to keep The Tongass 
roadless. As an individual who depends on the fishing industry for personal + professional reasons, I see 
changes to the Roadless Rule as a direct threat to the economic + environmental health of our beloved salmon 
resources. Please continue to protect the Tongass! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Catherine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raymond Catherine and I live in Penn Valley, Pennsylvania. 
 
We are in a climate crisis, it is absolutely necessary that we protect our forests instead of destroying them. We 
need the Tongas to remain intact in order to minimize climate change. It is wrong and immoral to allow the 
interests of a few corporations to supersede the health of our planet. We have already lost too many trees in 
the Amazon due to corporate greed, it is essential that we keep the Tongas safe from clearcutting. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Raymond Catherine 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Catlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Catlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1218 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Catlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Catlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Catlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Catlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, 
 
 
 
I'm writing to urge you to choose the "no action" option on the Alaska roadless rule. 
 
 
 
The Tongass rainforest is more valuable to us when it's intact than when it's logged. Intact, it's a carbon sink, 
which helps mitigate climate change. It also provides habitat for fish, which in turn supports Alaska's fisheries 
and seafood processing industry. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time and attention. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Caton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tell Sonny 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Purdue, 
 
 
 
I am writing to voice my strong support for the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
 
 
Alternative #1. We must keep the Roadless Rule intact for the Tongass 
 
National Forest, which contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world. Its value 
in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. The Tongass is also vitally important to the indigenous people of southeast Alaska. 
 
 
 
I strongly object to any weakening of the Roadless Rule in America's forests. 
 
I live in an area dependent on the industries that in turn depend on healthy 
 
ecosystems: hunting, hiking, fishing, horseback riding, and the outfitting and related businesses that make 
them possible. Weakening the Roadless Rule would turn back the clock at a time when our nation must look 
forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Catterson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have lived in the Tongass since 2003. I have called the communities of Yakutat, Sitka, and now Juneau my 
home. 
 
 
 
Over the last 16 years I have been fortunate to participate in a lifestyle centered around hunting, fishing, and 
other outdoor activities. A fundamental characteristic of my lifestyle is the acquisition of food from the natural 
world, which for me is the Tongass. My primary concern with the proposed rule change, to completely exempt 
the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule, is that the food I eat and share with family and friends is dependent 
on intact, continuous forests, and large stands of old growth. 
 
 
 
Alternative 6 (the preferred alternative) would remove roadless protections for the Tongass, it would maximize 
timber harvest opportunity, and fundamentally alter the productivity and diversity of the forest. This forest that 
supports the abundant salmon returns and healthy populations of black tail deer and other game animals that 
feed us. 
 
 
 
We are facing increasingly unpredictable climatic conditions that are changing the natural environments of 
Southeast Alaska. Our rivers, once icy cold and rapid are now low and warm, our mountains are largely without 
snow, our temperate rainforests are dry and plant communities are shifting. There is little we can do to slow 
global climate change, but we find solace in the diversity and resiliency of the Tongass. We must do everything 
possible to support that resiliency, we must maintain the protections that have allowed our communities to grow 
and our people to survive off the abundance of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is not a Park or a Wilderness, it is a Forest and it is our home. Please listen to the many voices of 
Tongass residents urging you to maintain Roadless protections for our home. Alternative 1 of No Action is 
essential to maintaining the health of our forest, and thus our communities, during this period of unpredictable 
environmental change. 
 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Matt Catterson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Caudill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Caudill and I live in Austin, IN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
This forest was cleaved into existence by glaciers receding in the last ice age, the rivers today are nurseries for 
the five species of Pacific salmon, fish that fuel one of the globes most prolific fisheries. Wolves, mink, voles 
and blacktail deer take refuge among the fjords, caves and dense groves of spruce, hemlock and cedar that 
cover about two-thirds of the 17m acres of the forest. This old growth should be preserved and remain untamed 
for future generations of Americans and native Alaskans. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as Americau2019s best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world the high density of incredible wildlife it contains to keep public 
lands wild for future generations the recreational opportunities it provides its status as a national and global 
treasure the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping hiking hunting foraging etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass perform restorative actions that support 
wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations . We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:04:04 PM 
First name: Lindsey 
Last name: Caudill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lindsey Caudill 
Noblesville, IN 46062 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Caufield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Good morning, 
 
 
 
The below comment was recorded on November 23, 2019 at the REI Flagship Store in Seattle, WA as part of a 
community meeting regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule. Washington Wild was given permission by the 
individual to submit this comment to the United States Forest Service on their behalf. Please add their 
comment into the record. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
Rebecca Caulfield 
 
Seattle, WA 98136 
 
My name is Rebecca Caulfield. I live in West Seattle and I'm a volunteer with the Center for Biological 
Diversity. I'd like to thank Senator Cantwell and Washington Wild for the opportunity to give non-Alaskan 
residents the opportunity to speak up about the Alaska specific roadless rule. I am asking Secretary Perdue 
and the US Forest Service to select the no action alternative on the Alaska specific roadless role and protect all 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass national forest under the 2001 national roadless rule. The fact that 
the roadless rule is up for exemption in Alaska is nothing less than blatant disregard for the majestic forests 
such as the Tongass that provide invaluable ecosystem services to all life on earth. We are at a major 
crossroads with tackling the climate crisis. Thus the natural integrity of forests like the Tongass should be fully 
protected as an investment in our future. The Tongass, with its old growth trees, has been dubbed the "nation's 
climate forest" due to its unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate impacts caused by 
humans. Alaska knows this all too well, as it just experienced is hottest summer on record. Alaskan forests host 
an abundance of wildlife such as moose, owl wolves, bears, eagles and salmon who have their part in keeping 
this forest healthy and vibrant. Where are their voices while we decide what to do with their home? Humans 
have been treating the planet like it is ours for the taking with very little regard to the consequences of our 
actions such as those from clear-cutting logging and mining. How about the radical idea of leaving our 
remaining national forests such as the Tongass as they are for the sake of life that happens not to be human. 
Alaska has an opportunity to show the rest of the world that it is a leader in environmental stewardship by 
protecting its precious forests. There is no better way to solidify American leadership than by upholding the 
current roadless rule. Thank you very much. 
 
________________________________ 
 
Hillary Sanders, Member and Engagement Manager 
 
She/Her 
 
WASHINGTON WILD 
 
wawild.org 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Caulfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and protect all inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule. 
 
Bulldozing and logging over 14 million acres of the Tongass and Chugach National Forests combined would be 
nothing less than destructive to the 32 Southeast Alaskan communities that depend on these forests for their 
income and way of life. The robust success of the commercial fishing, tourism, and recreation industries is due 
wholly to the Tongass and Chugach, with each sector contributing approximately $1 billion apiece to Southeast 
Alaska's economy annually. Alaskan Natives, such as the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian tribes, have shaped 
their cultures and lifestyle around the Tongass for over 1,000 years. They depend on the rich salmon runs, 
moose, other wildlife for subsistence. To add insult to injury, the Taxpayers for Common Sense found that the 
U.S. Forest Service has lost over $600 million on Tongass timber sales over the last 20 years. The timber 
industry only contributes less than one percent to the Southeast Alaska economy compared with 25 percent by 
the fishing and tourism industries combined. The math is simple: keep the Tongass intact to keep Southeast 
Alaskan communities intact. 
 
In addition, the Tongass and Chugach Forests provide an incredible ecosystem service to the world. The 
Tongass has been dubbed "the nation's climate forest" due to its unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate impacts. Old growth trees provide critical habitat for salmon, wolves, bears, moose, birds, and 
other wildlife. These majestic trees protect and filter rivers, lakes, and streams, keeping them cool and 
providing clean water for people and wildlife alike. The U.S. Forest Service has already allowed sweeping 
amounts of pristine national forest to be bulldozed and clear cut for the logging industry. These actions have 
left much of our forests fragmented and degraded, making them less viable as wildlife habitat and less effective 
at storing carbon. 
 
If our members of government, such as Alaskan Senator Lisa Murkowski, are serious about addressing climate 
change through the Senate Climate Caucus, then they must support protecting the Tongass and Chugach with 
the "no action" alternative to maintain the Roadless Rule. There is no better way to solidify American 
environmental leadership, promote American workers, and make meaningful progress on protecting our 
environment than by wholeheartedly protecting these forests to the fullest extent. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rebecca Caulfield 
 
Seattle, WA 98136 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 8:43:04 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Caulfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and protect all inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule. 
 
Bulldozing and logging over 14 million acres of the Tongass and Chugach National Forests combined would be 
nothing less than destructive to the 32 Southeast Alaskan communities that depend on these forests for their 
income and way of life. The robust success of the commercial fishing, tourism, and recreation industries is due 
wholly to the Tongass and Chugach, with each sector contributing approximately $1 billion apiece to Southeast 
Alaska's economy annually. Alaskan Natives, such as the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian tribes, have shaped 
their cultures and lifestyle around the Tongass for over 1,000 years. They depend on the rich salmon runs, 
moose, other wildlife for subsistence. To add insult to injury, the Taxpayers for Common Sense found that the 
U.S. Forest Service has lost over $600 million on Tongass timber sales over the last 20 years. The timber 
industry only contributes less than one percent to the Southeast Alaska economy compared with 25 percent by 
the fishing and tourism industries combined. The math is simple: keep the Tongass intact to keep Southeast 
Alaskan communities intact.   
 
In addition, the Tongass and Chugach Forests provide an incredible ecosystem service to the world. The 
Tongass has been dubbed "the nation's climate forest" due to its unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate impacts. Old growth trees provide critical habitat for salmon, wolves, bears, moose, birds, and 
other wildlife. These majestic trees protect and filter rivers, lakes, and streams, keeping them cool and 
providing clean water for people and wildlife alike. The U.S. Forest Service has already allowed sweeping 
amounts of pristine national forest to be bulldozed and clear cut for the logging industry. These actions have 
left much of our forests fragmented and degraded, making them less viable as wildlife habitat and less effective 
at storing carbon.   
 
If our members of government, such as Alaskan Senator Lisa Murkowski, are serious about addressing climate 
change through the Senate Climate Caucus, then they must support protecting the Tongass and Chugach with 
the "no action" alternative to maintain the Roadless Rule. There is no better way to solidify American 
environmental leadership, promote American workers, and make meaningful progress on protecting our 
environment than by wholeheartedly protecting these forests to the fullest extent. Thank you.  
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rebecca Caulfield 
Seattle, WA 98136 
caulfier@gmail.com 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Caulfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[See attached postcard; received December 27, 2019. Redacted to protect personal information; original within 
project record.] 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No_Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
Proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove 
protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest remaining 
intact temperate rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and wildlife is 
essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to 
combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rebecca Caulfield 
 
[Position] 
 





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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 24 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass National Forest *** 
 
December 15, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of Climate Reality Project Santa Clara County Chapter by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter that was signed by 24 constituents. The system 
cannot display the formatting, graphics, or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
2019-12-15Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest24 responding constituents----------------------------------
--------------------------------The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer 
competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less 
expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected 
by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would 
be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest 
absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even 
comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 11 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass National Forest *** 
 
December 4, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of Climate Reality Project Santa Clara County Chapter by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
2019-12-04Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest11 responding constituents----------------------------------
--------------------------------Nancy KropPalo Alto, CA 94306The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its 
own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, 
distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million 
acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. 
Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming 
pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate 
insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------kat wilsonSan Jose, CA 95124The old-
growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes 
to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth 
logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real 
drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value 
that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------Teresa 
McGlashanMill Valley, CA 94941The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no 
longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and 
less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest 
protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and 
fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest 
national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other 
national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.--------------
----------------------------------------------------Audrey SmithSunnyvale, CA 94087The old-growth logging industry 
can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, 
high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume 
in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's 
economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass 
provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the 
nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the 
nation's premier climate insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------Gideon Shaanan 
OsentiLos Altos, CA 94024The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no 
longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and 
less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest 



protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and 
fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest 
national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other 
national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.--------------
----------------------------------------------------Ann DeHovitzPalo Alto, CA 94301The old-growth logging industry can't 
survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high 
labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 
9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - 
recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds 
economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global 
warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate 
insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------LeeMountain View, CA 94040The old-
growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes 
to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth 
logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real 
drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value 
that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------Bill 
MurphyMountain View, CA 94043The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is 
no longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, 
and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest 
protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and 
fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest 
national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other 
national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.--------------
----------------------------------------------------Dr. Stephen LazarusLos Altos, CA 94024The old-growth logging 
industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes to global timber 
markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to 
resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's 
economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass 
provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the 
nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the 
nation's premier climate insurance policy.------------------------------------------------------------------Lisa 
AkselradFremont, CA 94538The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no 
longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and 
less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest 
protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and 
fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest 
national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other 
national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy.--------------
----------------------------------------------------CarlyAlamo, CA 94507The old-growth logging industry can't survive on 
its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of changes to global timber markets, high labor 
costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 
million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - 
recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the value that the Tongass provides exceeds 
economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global 
warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate 
insurance policy.[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 37 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass forest in Alaska *** 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of Orchard City Indivisible by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
Letter Text 
 
Old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 62 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass National Forest *** 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of NFTY by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
Letter Text 
 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 11 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass National Forest *** 
 
December 4, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of Climate Reality Project Santa Clara County Chapter by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
Letter Text 
 
The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Click 
Last name: Cause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
*** 24 constituents want you to know their views regarding Protect the Tongass National Forest *** 
 
December 15, 2019 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached please find new messages to you from your constituents regarding this issue. Each message includes 
the constituent's name, street address, and email address. 
 
Forwarded on behalf of Climate Reality Project Santa Clara County Chapter by Click My Cause 
 
Click My Cause - Empowering positive social impact since 2016 
 
Letter Text 
 
The old-growth logging industry can't survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region's economy - recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing - would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation's largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation's annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation's premier climate insurance policy. 
 
[Position] 
 



2019-12-15 
Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest 
24 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop, 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
kat wilson, 
San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Teresa McGlashan,  
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith, 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Gideon Shaanan Osenti 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ann DeHovitz 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lee 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Bill Murphy 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Dr. Stephen Lazarus 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lisa Akselrad 
Fremont, CA 94538 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 



value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carly 
Alamo, CA 94507 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nicholas 
San jose Ca, San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Karen Nelson 
San Jose, CA 95125 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Skyler Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Heather hadlock 
Stanford, CA 94305 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 



the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Alex Orum 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Brianna Singer 
Dixon, CA 95620 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Leila 
Davis, CA 95618 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Samantha Wiesner 
San Jose, CA 95130 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Andie 
Roseville, CA 95747 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 



old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Olivia 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Abby 
Oakland, CA 94602 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Rebecca 
3239 Melanie Circle, Pleasanton, CA 94588 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
flora balme 
Graton, CA 95444 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 



2019-12-04 
Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest 
11 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
kat wilson 
San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Teresa McGlashan 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Gideon Shaanan Osenti 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ann DeHovitz 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lee 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Bill Murphy 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Dr. Stephen Lazarus 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lisa Akselrad 
Fremont, CA 94538 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 



value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carly 
Alamo, CA 94507 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 



2019-12-17 
Report on Protect the Tongass forest in Alaska 
37 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Gayle Boesch 
San Jose, CA 95126 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
John Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Doug King 
Campbell, CA 95008 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
Please consider the consequences to all life on earth and what environment we want to leave for our children 
and grandchildren.  
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 



Margaret Tritton 
San Jose, CA 95122 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
The first paragraph has the relevant cost/benefit question. Is it cost effective to put in infrastructure to log old 
growth trees when the markets are working for perfect substitutes? Will the affordable price of this lumber 
trickle down to Home Depot? Which begs the second paragraph. Is short term profit worth the trade off of 
breathable air for the world? 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lisa Akselrad 
Fremont, CA 94538 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
jack Shannon 
San Jose, CA 95128 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Jean Gallegos 
CA, San Jose, CA 95117 



Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Skyler Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Linda Krop 
Santa Barbara, CA 93111 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Irene Moy 
San Francisco, CA 94127 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Maya Shaanan 
Los altos, CA , Los Altos, CA 94024 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Bruce Preville 
Los Gatos, CA 95032 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 



Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carly 
Alamo, CA 94507 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
kat wilson 
San Jose, CA 95124 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Becky Marcus 
San Carlos, CA 94070 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  



 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Amy Wright 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Scott Nacey 
San Jose, CA 95125 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Cindy Holstrom 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ana 
Campbell, CA 95008 



Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Soraya 
San Jose, CA 95117 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Todd Weber 
San Jose, CA 95125 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Teresa McGlashan 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Debbie Mytels 
Palo Alto, CA 94303 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sydney Gee 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 



Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sydney 
Larkspur, CA 94904 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Leila 
Davis, CA 95618 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Abby 
Oakland, CA 94602 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  



 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
martha michel 
San Mateo, CA 94403 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Martin Krop 
Mountain View, CA 94041 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Robin Krop 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Elisheva 
San Jose, CA 95124 



Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Heather Valentine 
San Jose, CA 95124 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Laura Burns 
Santa Clara, CA 95051 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Anne 
San Jose, CA 95125 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Dan Tuchler 
Campbell, CA 95008 
Old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
Additionally, when old-growth rainforests like the Tongass are cut down, they release up to two-thirds of their 
stored carbon into the atmosphere, which contributes to increased storm intensity, sea level rise, wildfires and 
climate-related health risks. 
 
  
 
 



2019-12-17 
Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest  
62 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Jacob Cohen 
San Carlos, CA 94070 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Becky Marcus 
San Carlos, CA 94070 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sydney Gee 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Amanda 
Davis, CA 95616 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Alex Orum 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 



Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Danny Kaufmann 
Oakland, CA 94618 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sydney 
Larkspur, CA 94904 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Aiden Flugger 
Santa Rosa, CA 95401 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Brianna Singer 
Dixon, CA 95620 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Leila 
Davis, CA 95618 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 



percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Maya Siegel 
San Mateo, CA 94403 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sarah Glaser 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
evan dworkin 
San Jose, CA 95120 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Skyler Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Raina Scherer 
Novato, CA 94947 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 



tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Miranda 
Corte Madera, CA 94925 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Samantha Wiesner 
San Jose, CA 95130 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Megan Wallace 
Folsom, CA 95630 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
alexa folb 
Davis, CA 95618 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
listen to us!!! 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
josh 
Petaluma, CA 94952 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 



Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
alexandra sepulveda 
Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sama 
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Maya Howard 
Sacramento, CA 95817 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Kieran Schwartz 
Sacramento, CA 95819 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Shoshana Harlem 
San Rafael, CA 94903 



Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Olivia 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lucy 
Auburn, CA 95603 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Hank 
Pleasanton, CA 94566 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Andie 
Roseville, CA 95747 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ella Seaman 



Moraga, CA 94556 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Laura 
Burlingame, CA 94010 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
leah atkins 
SF, CA 94118 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
teddy 
Oakland, CA 94610 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Aaron 
Walnut Creek, CA 94596 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 



Pasha Toub 
Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
Listen to us! 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
nomi 
Richmond, CA 94803 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Leah Douglas 
Lafayette, CA 94549 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Abby 
Oakland, CA 94602 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Benjamin Shafton 
Walnut Creek, CA 94595 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 



------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Naomi Taxay 
Belmont, CA 94002 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Sam Taxay 
Belmont, CA 94002 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Evan Feldman 
Lafayette, CA 94549 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Arthur Waterman 
Orinda, CA 94563 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Talia 
Davis, CA 95618 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 



 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Yaniv Gottlib 
San Ramon, CA 94582 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Jared 
San Jose, CA 95125 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
mayah 
Davis, CA 95616 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Beckett Glass 
Boulder Creek, CA 95006 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  



 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carmia Feldman 
Davis, CA 95618 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Rebecca 
Pleasanton, CA 94588 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ariana 
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Martin Krop 
Mountain View, CA 94041 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 



Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Robin Krop 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
John Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
Please preserve the Tongass National Forest, the largest temperate rainforest on our planet, by not rolling back 
the Roadless Rule protecting the Tongass. If old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of the 
Tongass national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, 
tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs approximately 8 
percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes close, making the 
Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. Changing the Roadless Rule only causes environmental 
degradation of a vital forest ecosystem for our planet.  
 
 



2019-12-15 
Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest 
24 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop, 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
kat wilson 
San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Teresa McGlashan 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Gideon Shaanan Osenti 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ann DeHovitz 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lee 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Bill Murphy 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Dr. Stephen Lazarus 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lisa Akselrad 
Fremont, CA 94538 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 



value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carly 
Alamo, CA 94507 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nicholas 
San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Karen Nelson 
San Jose, CA 95125 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Skyler Hedblom 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Heather hadlock 
Stanford, CA 94305 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 



the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Alex Orum 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Brianna Singer 
Dixon, CA 95620 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Leila 
Davis, CA 95618 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Samantha Wiesner 
San Jose, CA 95130 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Andie 
Roseville, CA 95747 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 



old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Olivia 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Abby 
Oakland, CA 94602 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Rebecca 
Pleasanton, CA 94588 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
flora balme 
Graton, CA 95444 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 



2019-12-04 
Report on Protect the Tongass National Forest 
11 responding constituents 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Nancy Krop 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
kat wilson 
San Jose, CA 95124 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Teresa McGlashan 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Audrey Smith 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Gideon Shaanan Osenti 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 



approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Ann DeHovitz 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lee 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Bill Murphy 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Dr. Stephen Lazarus 
Los Altos, CA 94024 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Lisa Akselrad 
Fremont, CA 94538 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 



value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Carly 
Alamo, CA 94507 
The old-growth logging industry can’t survive on its own. Tongass timber is no longer competitive because of 
changes to global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes. If 
old-growth logging were to resume in the 9.3 million acres of national forest protected by the Roadless Rule, 
the real drivers of the region’s economy – recreation, tourism, guiding and fishing – would be imperiled. And the 
value that the Tongass provides exceeds economics. Our nation’s largest national forest absorbs 
approximately 8 percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution. No other national forest even comes 
close, making the Tongass the nation’s premier climate insurance policy. 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 7:36:08 PM 
First name: Annie 
Last name: Causey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie Causey and I live in Sitka, AK. I've spent about 4 years total in SE AK. I depend on the forest 
for cool hikes and the growth of fungi for mushroom harvesting, for the control of streams.  I work at a salmon 
hatchery and we depend on the consistent flow of streams to attract the salmon back to the site.  The forest 
controls much of the ecosystem that rolls over the streams and from there to the ocean. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find 
in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Kupreanof 
Island, Kuiu Island, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Wrangell and Etolin Islands, the southern mainland from Bradfield 
Canal to Dixon Entrance  the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River. I want the roadless areas in 
these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Some may think 
development will improve the economy of certain areas. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
Keep Alaska Wild.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Monica 
Last name: Cavallaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is unique in north america and should remain undamaged by roads and logging 
for future generations. A short term view of taking natural resources for monetary gain now at the expense of 
future enjoyment and the protection of the environment for our children and grandchildren is horrible and 
should not be allowed by the forest service. Please do not cancel or ignore the Roadless Rule which protects 
habitats like the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Monica Cavallaro 
 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Cavanaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Cavanaugh and I live in Townsend, Massachusetts. 
 
I have seen the devastation of coal ash pollution in North Carolina. People are dying from the contaminated air 
and water. The flooding from hurricanes and storms flushes coal ash out of the unprotected pits spreading it in 
widespread plumes that cannot be restrained or reclaimed. Toxic waste covers farm fields contaminating food 
crops and food animals. It covers yards, lawns, roadsides, school yards. It seeps into drinking water supplies, 
poisoning the water we drink and bathe in. The EPA is supposed to protect the land, air and water. It has been 
said that we are not supposed to "nest in shit or put shit in our nests." Inadequately protected coal ash pits will 
create conditions where every thing is contaminated and there will be no safe places to live any more. Please 
protect our earth for our children and their children and their grandchildren. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elaine Cavanaugh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosemary 
Last name: Cavanaugh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosemary Cavanaugh and I live in Louisville, Kentucky. 
 
How would a rollback of emission standards do anything but aid polluters? Pay attention to the literal name of 
your agency - environmental protection. Do not create this loophole 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rosemary Cavanaugh 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Cavaretta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Out of Office 
 
Hi, 
 
Thank you for your email. I will be out of the office Monday, October 14th 
 
through mid-November. For questions or assistance, please contact the Deputy 
 
Clerk/Treasurer, Terra Green,  
 
Kind Regards, 
 
 
 
Gina Cavaretta 
 
Clerk/Treasurer 
 
City of Coffman Cove 
 
 
 
 [Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: cave 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Nations Forest System Lands in Alaska. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Caverly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One 
 
Please do not renew road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The import of old growth forest is inestimable. Disturbing them is short-sighted, and the damage cannot be 
undone. 
 
Signed, 
 
Doug Caverly 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cawley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The value of old growth lies in its natural ability to fight human influenced climate change, not in a dead logging 
industry. We absolutely can not continue to open new destructive resource harvesting projects for a few 
pennies and expect no consequences. If Southeast Alaska is 'hurting for economic growth', double down on 
tourism. Invest in sustainable projects. Get a little creative. This tired knee-jerk reaction to unnecessary 
resource harvesting is getting so obvious and predictable. It has to end; it will end. We don't have any other 
choice. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Cawood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Protest 
 
To: USDA Forest Service 
 
I am writing to register my comment against the proposed changes to the Roadless Rule. Please protect our 
national forests from clear cutting, mining and logging in our national forests, such as the Tongass National 
Forest. These wild places only exist with our protection and once gone cannot be recreated. 
 
The Roadless Rule prevents clear-cutting in nearly 56 million acres of national forests across the country, 
including half of the Tongass. It also saves taxpayers millions of dollars by limiting the number of expensive 
roadbuilding projects on our public lands. 
 
As our last and largest national temperate rainforest -- often called our "Amazon" -- the Tongass National 
Forest should be protected, not opened for clear-cutting. Once one National Forest is open for destruction, 
there's no telling where this will stop. If this plan is approved, it would be a huge blow to both our planet's 
biodiversity and our pockets. 
 
The Tongass and other national forests provide clean drinking water to millions of Americans. And the Tongass 
in particular provides habitats for thousands of wildlife species -- including most of the remaining wild salmon 
population. The only beneficiary of this senseless rollback will be Trump's Big Polluter cronies. Now it's up to 
engaged environmentalists like you and me to speak up against Trump's obsessive attacks on the Tongass. 
 
The Tongass is home to pacific salmon, iconic bald eagles, southern resident orcas, and even a 1000-year-old 
tree! It also contains the traditional homelands of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian Peoples. 
 
And beyond its natural beauty and cultural importance, the Tongass Forest is one of the world's best climate 
defenses. The old trees store nearly 10-12 percent of all carbon consumed by America's National Forests. 
 
Let's be clear: This is a giveaway to Big Polluters at the expense of our climate, endangered wildlife, and 
Indigenous communities. 
 
This is NOT management of a National Forest - this is an environmental catastrophe. 
 
National Forests belong to the nation - NOT corporations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne Cawood 
 
San Leandro, CA 94577 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: anne 
Last name: Cawood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Cawood and I live in San Leandro, CA. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, anne Cawood 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cayce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I "vote" to retain Alaska Roadless Area Conservation Rule, "2001 Roadless Rule " intact, as is currently, in 
order to provide lasting protection for the entire area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Cayford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martin Cayford and I live in Snohomish, Washington. 
 
Extracting magnificent trees once for profit makes no sense. Just grow bamboo or some other fast-growing 
material for construction, perhaps where our farmers can't sell their soya beans any more because of the trade 
war. Threatening the whole climate by extracting forests is irresponsible and shows a lack of concern for our 
descendants. The people own this park, not the rich few. Keep it intact. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Martin Cayford 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 4:21:36 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: cedarearth@aol.com 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
To ALL WHO WILL LISTEN: 
 
 
I am someone who believes that public lands should be protected at all costs for the good of the people and all 
wildlife, and I INSIST that you adhere to your alternative #1 choice in your proposal! LEAVE THE LAND 
ALONE!!!!! 
 
 
 
Alaska does not own that land. THE PEOPLE DO!!!  To take it away from us and give it to them is WRONG!!!  
Do not sell the people out!  You have to do the right thing.  
 
 
 
 
 
DO NOT open up that precious land to timber and oil and gas industries!  To do so would be a moral failure of 
the highest order!!!! You will pay a profound price, if you do not protect this precious National Land.  
 
 
Please, please, please, do not sell the people and all living things that rely upon that landscape out for the sake 
of a dollar given to those who do not legally deserve it, destroying a beautiful and critical part of our natural 
history in the process!! I IMPLORE YOU TO DO THE RIGHT THING!!!!!!! 
 
 
 
Sincerely 
 
 
Sharron Miller 
405 Timberdale Dr. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cedarleaf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Cedarleaf and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Southeast since 1996. I have walked 
my dogs in the Tongass pretty much everyday. I pick berries and spruce tips in the Tongass, I watch the birds 
and other animals to learn more about how they depend on the forest for survival. Most importantly, I watch the 
salmon run up the rivers and die after laying eggs and reproducing so that they continue to feed the forest and 
keep it green and healthy. There is no value you can put on this place. It is invaluable. I am writing a comment 
on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption 
does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of 
roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding 
will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern 
mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, all of the inventoried roadless 
areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Prince of Wales Island, 
Wrangell and Etolin Islands, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau). I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of all those in SEAK that want the no action alternative.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption 
is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carina 
Last name: Cederholm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Carina Cederholm / Sweden 
 
Mr. Schmid, 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
With this message I want to let you know that I'm strongly opposing any modification to the Roadless Rule in 
Alaska! These changes will undermine safeguards, and facilitate increased old-growth logging in the Tongass 
and the Chugach National Forests. Logging prohibitions contained within the Roadless Rule are a key 
component of the long-awaited transition away from old-growth clearcutting on the Tongass. The Roadless 
Rule protects over 2.5 million acres of productive old-growth (which constitutes half of the old-growth forests 
remaining on the Tongass) and prevents the fragmentation of large unbroken landscape. Rolling back the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska would ignore overwhelming public support, put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, and 
threaten access to safe drinking water. The rule change would be a step away from sustainable development 
and would run counter to the interests of all Americans, as well as Alaskans, and is not in the best interest of 
taxpayers. 
 
Scientists overwhelmingly agree that clear cutting of old growth trees for timber puts whole systems at risk and 
destroys wildlife habitats, yet the Forest Service[rsquo]s amendment to the Tongass plan allows clearcutting to 
continue for well over another ten years! 
 
This rule change will promote further, as well as rapid, destruction. Both the Tongass and the Chugach play a 
vital role inMr. Schmid, 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
With this message I want to let you know that I'm strongly opposing any modification to the Roadless Rule in 
Alaska! These changes will undermine safeguards, and facilitate increased old-growth logging in the Tongass 
and the Chugach National Forests. Logging prohibitions contained within the Roadless Rule are a key 
component of the long-awaited transition away from old-growth clearcutting on the Tongass. The Roadless 
Rule protects over 2.5 million acres of productive old-growth (which constitutes half of the old-growth forests 
remaining on the Tongass) and prevents the fragmentation of large unbroken landscape. Rolling back the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska would ignore overwhelming public support, put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, and 
threaten access to safe drinking water. The rule change would be a step away from sustainable development 
and would run counter to the interests of all Americans, as well as Alaskans, and is not in the best interest of 
taxpayers. 
 
Scientists overwhelmingly agree that clear cutting of old growth trees for timber puts whole systems at risk and 
destroys wildlife habitats, yet the Forest Service[rsquo]s amendment to the Tongass plan allows clearcutting to 
continue for well over another ten years! 
 
This rule change will promote further, as well as rapid, destruction. Both the Tongass and the Chugach play a 
vital role in capturing excess carbon from the atmosphere and mitigating some of the impact of global warming, 
as well as providing ecosystems services that reach beyond Alaska. In Alaska, which experienced 
unprecedented heat waves this summer, the Tongass serves as a buffer against climate change. Much like the 
Amazon rainforest, the Tongass[rsquo] stands of ancient trees are champions at absorbing greenhouse gas 
emissions, storing approximately 8 percent of the total carbon in all national forests of the lower 48 states. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is home to more than 9 million acres of roadless area. The Roadless Rule 
protects ecosystems, which, in turn, helps make the Tongass the country[rsquo]s single most important 
national forest for carbon sequestration and climate change 
 
mitigation. 



 
Again, I strongly urge you against granting any exemptions or exceptions to the Roadless Rule in Alaska, as is 
offered in alternative 1, and advise the Forest Service to refrain from pursuing an Alaska version of the 
Roadless Rule. Rather, continue to uphold the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, maintaining protections 
against logging and roadbuilding in Tongass roadless areas. 
 
The agency[rsquo]s mission is [ldquo]Caring for the Land and Serving the People.[rdquo] The Forest Service 
should strive to protect the Tongass National Forest and ensure our public lands serve the people and wildlife 
of today and future generations. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Sincerely 
 
Carina Cederholm 
 
 
 
[See attachment of image of wolf with the words "Protect the Tongass my home"] 
 
[Position] 
 





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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cefalo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a former Sitka resident (moved out in 2018) I have a strong bias for alternative one. This forest is not 
immune to our seemingly endless abuse. It's time to leave it alone. I come from Maine, a land that had some of 
the largest White Pine forests on earth. Those trees were once marked with a symbol of the Broad Arrow, 
meaning they belonged to the Crown, to only be used by the English shipwrights building the Crowns sailing 
vessels. Back then they seemed an endless supply. There are none left. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Cella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Cella and I live in Spring Valley, Spring Valley, CA 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michele Cella 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilynn 
Last name: Cencioso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilynn Cencioso and I live in Flagstaff, Arizona. 
 
Since when is the Forest Service's mission to kowtow to corporations and those who would destroy our 
cherished public lands? 
 
It's time for the FS to bend to the will of the people and turn a deaf ear to all corporations and their greedy 
masters. 
 
If you don't, before long all that will be left of this country is a concrete and steel behemoth..... unfit for man or 
beast! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marilynn Cencioso 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeanine 
Last name: Center 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a part of the lungs of the world: it inhales dangerous carbon dioxide and 
exhales life-giving oxygen. Your irresponsible, reckless plans for it will destroy this natural and vital process. 
The Roadless Rule helps protect this process and the old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales 
Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawks, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless 
areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that we all rely 
on. 
 
Furthermore, this national forest and all of our other public lands are our legacy to future generations of 
Americans and should be preserved and protected as such, not exploited and plundered for private gain. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more devastating road 
building and logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of 
millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities 
degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of the Tongass. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeanine Center 
 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqui 
Last name: Cera 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shelley 
Last name: Cerasaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shelley Cerasaro and I live in Redding, California. 
 
Growth of forests is not keeping up with the clear cuts and timber waste, not to forget the amount of our 
heritage being exported to China in which we get plastic and synthetics in return. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Shelley Cerasaro 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: J 
Last name: Cermak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J Cermak and I live in Bradenton, Florida. 
 
Another example as to why so many are losing total faith and trust in institutions of various and sundry kinds. 
Shameful. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, J Cermak 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Cernick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public comment on Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
 
My name is Rachel Cernick and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American taxpaying and public land owning citizen, I value the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest for its: status as America's best natural solution to climate 
change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon 
populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the 
forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for passive and active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve and 
maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It 
is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
Even though preferring the rule alternative granting full access to millions of acres of protected Tongass forest, 
the US Forest Service has made claim that the untouched Tongass' ability to improve air quality, regulate 
climate, sequester carbon, and support biological diversity adds up to "long-term life support benefits to society 
as a whole." (Magill, Bobby. "'Hail Mary Pass' in Alaska's Tongass Forest[hellip]" Bloomberg Environment. 
12.9.2019: Environment &amp;amp; Energy Report.) These findings support that the Tongass NF is a major 
contributing stronghold in stabilizing our climate and should remain untouched. It alone "holds 8 percent of all 
carbon stored in U.S. national forests and is recognized as a globally significant carbon storage reserve." 
(Southeast Alaskan Conservation Council et al. [Web site]. (2019). Retrieved from 
https://www.seacc.org/tongass) By exempting this rule over 9 million acres of currently protected old-growth, 
carbon-rich national forest will be made vulnerable to future deforestation and development via thousands of 
miles of roadways. Opening the door for this kind of access poses a great threat to crucial carbon sequestration 
occurring in these forests. We must take action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the 
Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a sustainable future. 
 
The Tongass is a thriving and biodiverse ecology, one of very few left intact in the nation. The Alaska Longline 
Fishermen's Association have requested the USFS to "Please protect our livelihoods and Alaska's salmon 
spawning grounds by selecting an alternative that broadly protects fish habitat," the letter, signed by more than 
220 fisherman, says, "continues the phase-out of industrial scale old-growth clear-cutting, and prioritizes the 
restoration of degraded watersheds and streams." (Segall, Peter. "Southeast tribes unite to oppose lifting 
Roadless Rule." Juneau Empire. 10.31.2019: News State &amp;amp; Legislature) Others requesting the USFS 
to choose No Action, Alternative 1 are the city of Skagway and six tribes of the Southeast Alaskan region 
including the Angoon Cooperative Association, Central Council of Tlingit &amp;amp; Haida Indian Tribes of 
Alaska, Hoonah Indian Association, Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Organized Village of Kake and 
Organized Village of Kasaan. (Segall, Peter. "Southeast tribes unite to oppose lifting Roadless Rule." Juneau 
Empire. 10.31.2019: News State &amp;amp; Legislature) Prioritizing the further protection and restoration of 
the Tongass watersheds, streams and forests are paramount in continuing to support a prominent tourism 
economy for the native peoples and communities of the region as well as for a prominent subsistence lifestyle 
and vocation for many commercial fisherman who rely on the healthy habitat of the Tongass. (Segall, Peter. 
"Southeast tribes unite to oppose lifting Roadless Rule." Juneau Empire. 10.31.2019: News State &amp;amp; 
Legislature) THe USFS states that "The Tongass NF produces on average 28% of Alaska's annual commercial 



salmoncatch, and 25% of the entire west coast annual harvest. Wild salmon have fed the people of Southeast 
Alaska for more than 9,000 years. Ninety-six percent of Alaskans surveyed say salmon are essential to the 
Alaskan way of life." This very much supports the importance of ongoing protections for these forests that 
support wildlife ecology that nurture healthy habitat for much depended upon wild creatures like salmon. 
Additionally, the Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce 
Grouse and Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and the Black-tail Sitka deer. Opening 
roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that 
these animals depend on. In addition and aforementioned, these intact, ancient forests are strongholds of 
climate resilience, the Tongass being one of the world's largest. 
 
All of the action alternatives except for Alternative 1 in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement include 
allowance for more roadbuilding and logging across the Tongass National Forest. Roadbuilding is a massive 
expensive costing thousands of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these 
destructive activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching and enjoyment, and 
tourism opportunities which desperately need protected to maintain future stability in many arenas, including 
economic stability. Despite all the tax dollars spent supporting the timber industry it currently only "contributes 
less than 1 percent to the local economy" per year. (Magill, Bobby. "'Hail Mary Pass' in Alaska's Tongass 
Forest[hellip]" Bloomberg Environment. 12.9.2019: Environment &amp;amp; Energy Report.) Protecting the 
wild habitats that support the tourist and fishing economies of these regions are a much more prominent 
investment for taxpayer's dollars as they provide the majority of employment in these regions. Areas like Prince 
of Wales Island, a region already heavily deforested and impacted by past clearcutting and timber removal is 
largely dependent on the yearly salmon catch for sustained livelihood. This region among many more are 
greatly impacted by the health, well being and protection of the Tongass National forest. 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers' money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
I request the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska - it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
"The mission of the Forest Service is to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's forests and 
grasslands to meet the needs of present and future generations." (USDA [Website]. (2019). Retrieved from 
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/meet-forest-service) The Roadless rule protects these lands for future 
generations to come. Exempting this goes against the mission of the USFS in service to American taxpaying 
citizens and public landowners. One of the main threats to the Tongass National Forest is further clearcutting of 
timber and developments of these lands via easily accessible roadway systems. It is time to stop making miles 
of acreage of the Tongass vulnerable to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-growth 
forests and wild areas in this forest. It is time to put taxpayer dollars towards bolstering the economical tourism 
industry of theses regions that supports the majority of their constituents. Again, I urge the United State Forest 
Service to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Regards, 
 
Rachel Cernick 
 



Seattle, WA 98105 
 
[POSITION] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosemarie 
Last name: Ceron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosemarie Ceron and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
It is the EPA's responsibility to protect the American people from pollution that causes health problems, 
especially that harms our children. Do your job! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rosemarie Ceron 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Cerra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicole Cerra and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
PFAs threaten Americans opportunities to live long and fruitful lives. PFAs have been linked to serious medical 
problems such as cancer, infertility, and impaired fetal development. We need stronger protections from these 
chemicals now. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nicole Cerra 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Cervantes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cervenka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cervenka and I live in Mountainair, New Mexico. 
 
Are we seriously continuing to cut down our most precious, and constantly dwindling resources? Wake up! The 
earth is already suffering from our ignorant and selfish decisions. Your money will only get you so far. Once the 
environment is destroyed, so are we. Your children and grandchildren will die along with everyone else. 
Perhaps you dont care and choose only profit. Please, wake up!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Cervenka 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cerwinka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bennett 
Last name: Chadbourne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Chadwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC81 
 
I use the Sullivan Island for hunting opportunities and I want it to stay wild. 
 
Please choose NO ACTION! 
 
Best, 
 
Robert 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: crista 
Last name: chadwick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
DO NOT open the Tongass area. No roads should ever be allowed in this area CROWN JEWEL legacy to all. 
The Forest Service has already lost over one billion dollars in Tongass timber sales due to guaranteed low 
prices of the past. Not only is this rule bad for taxpayers who will subsidize maintenance of the road system, 
the 17 million acres should be permanently protected from any resource extraction. Any privately own 
corporation transference should be resended and Tongass should return to public trust and protected for all 
future generations. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wyatt 
Last name: Chadwick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3860 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Wyatt Chadwick 
 
Denver, CO 80215 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lola 
Last name: Chaisson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. Keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the 
Tongass National Forest is a step towards sustainability for our planet. While environmental destruction is my 
strongest objection to the current president's plan, I am also opposed to attacks on Indigenous rights. The 
Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest ages before our 
government existed. It is essential to their culture, traditions, and communities -- letting it disappear would be 
criminal. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world; its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the global economic and ecological health. I 
urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Economically, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests 
roadless areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the 
Federal Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife 
habitat, but it also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-
losing timber sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically 
wasteful road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed 
timber revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Please act for the long term good, thank you. 
 
Regards, Lola Chaisson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Serena 
Last name: Chakravorty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is a most humble and sincere plea to please leave the Tongass forest alone. We humans have pillaged 
everything on this planet. Remember we are not the only ones here. Just because the precious and beautiful 
forests and wildlife can't speak for themselves and can't punish anyone for hurting and killing them we humans 
think we can do absolutely anything we want to fulfill our endless greed for money and limitless desires. 
Everybody has an equal right. These forests harbor a very delicate ecosystem. They are the animals' only 
home. Please let them be. They have nowhere to go. We've taken EVERYTHING from them. We destroy 
forests, hunt and kill animals, eat meat and do everything for ourselves. We don't do anything thats selfless and 
that even remotely helps someone else. Please, when the forests die everything dies. The wildlife will go 
extinct! Please don't let this travesty happen! We've ruined and burned our Mother Earth enough! Please stop 
now! Let the forests and the innocent wildlife live in peace and heal! Do not permit logging and development in 
the tongass forest! Please I beg you! Leave it alone and find it in your heart to do the right thing! During your 
last moments, you'll feel your life wasn't in vain... 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Chalmers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is an outrage and should not be allowed to go forward: 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: rosemary 
Last name: chalmers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please reconsider this push to log this national treasure, some of these trees are over 1000 years old. Mining, 
after logging will only further the damage the area, degrading it for both animals and humans as well. Decisions 
about our forests should be based on science not by politicians and the logging industry.Thank you for reading 
my comments. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Chamberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Couldn't we simply agree that the Trump administration is pursuing a contrary course to the one a majority of 
Americans choose to follow: preserve our forests and wetlands without which humanity fails in the long run? 
 
I support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. Please, let's keep the current protections in place and intact for the Tongass. 
For the sake of Southeast Alaska and the rest of us humans and nonhuman creatures, we need to keep the 
federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for Alaska's national forests. 
 
Furthermore, the Roadless Rule preserves some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat and avoids wasting 
taxpayer dollars on timber subsidies. Please let it remain intact. 
 
Thanks for all you do to preserve our natural heritage for present and future Americans, as well as the wide 
web of nature that we are a (heretofore destructive) part of. It's time to change our ways. 
 
Jane Chamberlain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lexie 
Last name: Chamberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lexie Chamberlain and I live in Provo, UT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I have followed Britainy (MASKED Instagram handle) on Instagram for a little while and she has encouraged 
me to be better at activism and conservation. The birds of Alaska need the Tongas Forest to help them thrive. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as America's 
best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating 
climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. 
We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lora 
Last name: Chamberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose the attempts of Pres. Trump and Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue to open the Tongass National 
Forest to logging and road-building by exempting the forest from a law called the "Roadless Rule," which is 
designed to protect the very wildest parts of America's forests from reckless development. 
 
 
 
Have you no shame Pres.Trump and Mr. Perdue? Are you attempting to destroy ALL of the wild places in 
America? The Tongass is one of the planet's truly exceptional landscapes-the largest remaining temperate 
rainforest on Earth, and should be saved from exploitation, and the exemption to the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Here are the reasons why this Roadless Rule should NOT be lifted for the Tongass 
 
 
 
1. The Tongass National Forest is a vital tool to combat climate change 
 
 
 
The Tongass is the biggest national forest in the U.S. and arguably one of the biggest tools in our arsenal to 
confront climate change. 
 
 
 
In addition to their many other gifts, trees pull carbon from the atmosphere and store-or "sequester"-it. The 
underlying soil absorbs some of that heat-trapping gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an 
increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk about how to stem the tide of global warming. 
 
 
 
Partly owing to the local climate and other factors, the Tongass is uniquely suited to this task (some have even 
taken to calling it "America's Climate Forest" or the nation's "climate insurance policy"). It stores more carbon 
than any other national forest and is likely one of the most productive carbon-trapping forests on Earth. 
 
 
 
Encouraging more logging would not only blunt that secret weapon, but make the Tongass a part of the 
problem instead; when forests are logged, the carbon that had been stored in their trees and soil is ejected into 
the atmosphere again. A report published in 2016 found one proposal to log old-growth trees in the Tongass 
would result in greenhouse gas emissions comparable to what would be added to the atmosphere if you put 4 
million new vehicles on the road and had them drive around for the next 100 years. 
 
 
 
2. The Tongass National Forest is America's salmon forest 
 
 
 
The waterways of Tongass National Forest produce a huge number of pink, sockeye, coho and king salmon 
that help sustain local fishing communities. In fact, one-quarter of the entire West Coast's annual commercial 
salmon harvest comes from the Tongass, earning it the unofficial designation "America's Salmon Forest." 
 



 
 
A big reason the forest's watershed and others in this part of the state are so prolific is that they're much more 
intact and undamaged by human activity than elsewhere in the Pacific Northwest. It's easy to see how cutting 
Roadless Rule protections could ruin that: roads introduce harmful erosion and disrupt the passage of salmon, 
while logging robs fish populations of trees that offer cooling shade in the summer, warming shelter in the 
winter and a stabilizing root system that acts as a hedge against flooding. 
 
 
 
Additionally, the cycle of salmon traveling from the sea back to freshwater streams and rivers to spawn super-
charges the forest ecosystem. Anything that hurts trees on a large scale will hurt salmon, which will in turn 
further hurt trees (and every other living thing in the neighborhood). 
 
 
 
3. The Tongass National Forest is important to some Indigenous communities 
 
 
 
The Tlingit nation has continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska for thousands of years, efficiently subsisting on 
the natural bounty offered by the Tongass and other wildlands. Hundreds of years ago, they were joined by the 
Haida and Tsimshian nations, which similarly live off the land. A renewed effort to log and develop in the 
Tongass, where tens of thousands of Indigenous Alaskans still live, threatens a place that some in these 
communities consider their ancestral homeland. 
 
 
 
As you might expect, Indigenous figures are prominent among those speaking out in defense of the Tongass. 
In 2019, Indigenous activists descended on both Washington DC and the state capitol in Juneau to ask that the 
Tongass be protected and the Roadless Rule kept intact. Some Alaska Native corporations have even been 
active in constructing carbon-offset agreements with energy companies in order to ensure the preservation of 
parts of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
4. The Tongass National Forest helps ensure clean drinking water 
 
 
 
Forests constitute a water treatment network that catches rainfall, regulates storm runoff and pulls pollution 
from the soil rather than allowing it to make it back to waterways. Roads and logging may disrupt that system 
and also introduce new sediment and pollutants to the mix. 
 
 
 
Most watersheds that overlap with roadless areas provide drinking water to the public (in all, the Forest Service 
estimates that about 180 million Americans rely on national forest lands to capture and filter their drinking 
water). Though relatively far removed from sizable cities and towns, Tongass is no exception, providing clean 
water to several communities in Southeast Alaska. Keeping the very wildest forests in the Tongass protected 
from development helps ensure the wellbeing of those communities. 
 
 
 
5. The Tongass National Forest supports the economy 
 
 
 



The typical justification for gutting the Roadless Rule or otherwise increasing old-growth logging in the Tongass 
is to boost local economies. But to put it simply, times have changed. 
 
 
 
It isn't the 1800s anymore when national forests were just a necessary means to guarantee a steady supply of 
lumber and paper. We now understand the unique and important role of older trees in everything from 
combating climate change (see above) to maintaining a healthy wildfire regimen. We also understand that the 
decades of industrial-scale logging that preceded the passage of the Roadless Rule were dangerous and 
counterproductive, and that an intact forest provides clean air, water and other communal "ecosystem services" 
whose value far exceeds that of a flatbed truck piled high with spruce and cedar logs. 
 
 
 
Nowadays, the timber industry accounts for only about 1 percent of Southeast Alaska's jobs, and even industry 
heavyweights who want to cut down more trees admit their chunk of the economy is in its natural twilight. 
Furthermore, analyses suggest logging of roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest is grossly 
uneconomical, as the Forest Service typically makes back less than a dime for every dollar spent on selling the 
forest's old-growth trees. According to a recent report, taxpayers will likely lose hundreds of millions of dollars 
in the coming years from just a few planned timber sales in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
Meanwhile, industrial-scale logging and road-building threaten the abundant wildlife and beautiful scenery 
essential to tourism in Southeast Alaska, an industry that contributes more than $1 billion to the region each 
year and accounts for 15 percent of the region's employment. Many Alaskans have noted this and decried the 
outsize influence of timber interests while speaking out against changes that would exclude the state's forests 
from Roadless Rule protections. 
 
 
 
A huge "Thank You" to the Wilderness Society for the 5 most powerful reasons why the Tongass should NOT 
be opened up for logging and exploitation, and should NOT be exempted from the Roadless Rule, (above). But 
the 6th reason is all mine: we simply must leave some wilderness, as is, to our children and grandchildren - it is 
immoral for us to take it all! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lora 
Last name: Chamberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lora Chamberlain and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
The Tongass Forest must be saved, it is the last temperate rainforest in our country - we simply must save 
some wilderness for our children and grandchildren - it is immoral to destroy it all! No exemption from the 
Roadless Rule for the Tongass! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lora Chamberlain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Chamberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Chamberlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy Chamberlin and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
Trees are the lungs of our Earth.  Stop destroying all of us with our environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dorothy Chamberlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Chamberlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jan Chamberlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Chamberlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Chamberlin and I live in Los Alamos, New Mexico. 
 
We're NOT okay with destruction - especially of natural treasures that also happen to be "climate forests". We 
thought you were worried about climate change? Apparently not. You just want to use it as an excuse to apply 
a carbon tax to all the little people so the 1% gets even more $? Destroy the planet; make more money? Nope. 
Not acceptable. Remember the Lorax? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Chamberlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bradley 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charity 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charity Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claire Chambers and I live in Murrieta, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claire Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Chambers and I live in Eagle, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gretchen 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gretchen Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I consider this increased use of husbanded resources as criminal. Future generations will not forgive the 
endless attempts by profiteers to consume their birthright. The impact of ceaseless maximum exploitation of 
Nature is irresponsible. I firmly oppose any increase in access for national forests and preserves. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3333 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Nick Chambers 
 
Index, WA 98256 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Chambers and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Philip Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terri Chambers and I live in Newport, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terri Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: TERRI 
Last name: CHAMBERS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is TERRI CHAMBERS and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, TERRI CHAMBERS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Chambers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm Thomas Chambers &amp; I live in Stillwater, Oklahoma 
 
To whom it concerns, 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Chambers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Chambo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Chambo and I live in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Chambo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Chambo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Chambo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3910 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tim Chambo 
 
Canton, GA 30114 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Chambo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3884 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Tim Chambo 
Canton, GA 30114 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Chambo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3910 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Tim Chambo 
Canton, GA 30114 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chamness 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Chamness and I live in Morton Grove, Illinois. 
 
Nature has evolved to replenish and cleanse and sustain the world as we know it. Tongass National Forest is 
one of these to few necessary areas left. As such, while its immediate economic benefit may seem wasted, its 
long term importance to maintaining life on earth goes underestimated at our own peril. Please leave it alone to 
its own business. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Chamness 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Champagne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valerie Champagne and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
I visited Alaska and the Tongass National Forest for the first time in 2018 and they are national treasures that 
must be preserved. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Valerie Champagne 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Champion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Make more protected forestry where logging isnt allowed. Not less. The complex ecosystem of an old forest 
such as this is far more complicated than the trees growing back and is invaluable. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Champion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Champlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
 
 
Alternative #1 is the only viable alternative worth considering at this time. Opening the Tongass to logging and 
road-building would begin an irreversible decline in the health of the Tongass, and would exacerbate current 
climate change trends. 
 
Eliminating the Roadless Rule from the Tongass would be selfish, immoral, and irresponsible. It would serve to 
fatten the coffers of timber industry executives while stealing from the rest of the citizens of this country. 
 
 
 
Like it or not, Donald Trump is not a dictator, and he will not be President forever. Serving his interests will 
expose the USFS as the corrupt, bogus agency it has become under Trump. 
 
 
 
The Tongass acts as the lungs for North America, and letting industry lobbyists gut the Tongass puts us all in 
peril. 
 
 
 
Please pull back from the brink, discard this folly, and preserve the Tongass as the wonderful habitat it now is. 
 
 
 
Richard Champlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Champy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheryl Champy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Champy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Champy and I live in Media, Pennsylvania. 
 
There are so many reasons why we should preserve the Tongass. There are no good reasons to allow 
clearcutting . The only one to benefit would be the timber industry. The Tongass is a rare temperate rainforest 
and besides being an important habitat, it plays a critical role in fighting climate change. Leave the Tongass 
intact. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cheryl Champy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: B. 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is B. Chan and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, B. Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Guy 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Guy Chan and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Guy Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Guy 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Guy Chan and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Guy Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Chan and I live in Clarence, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Spencer 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Spencer Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wallace 
Last name: Chan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wallace Chan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Betty 
Last name: Chance 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Betty Chance and I live in Plantation, Florida. 
 
 
Help us help you! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Betty Chance 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Chancellor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charles Chancellor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Chancey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debbie Chancey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Chander 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6411 
 
[Box unchecked] I do not want to receive a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans who eat salmon every year. I depend on the Tongass- from the freshwater streams where 
salmon spawn to the old-growth forests that deer rely on, the Tongass fuels our families and our economy. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily reliant on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife, and presence of old-growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping inventoried roadless areas roadless! I 
urge the Forest Service and Secretary Perdue to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old 
growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
A full exemption from the Roadless Rule will not work for the Tongass. 
 
*WHO I AM*[text bolded for emphasis]: *include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
*[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
I live in Sitka, Environmentally, the Tongass National Forest effects us [illegible] 
 
*ALTERNATIVE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *The Forest Service will choose how to proceed from a number of 
different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass , write "Alternative 1, No Action." 
Why do you support this alternative? *[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
The alternative I support is: Develop a more intricate trail [illegible] including mountain [illegible] trails. 
 
Because: 
 
Increase tourism income, preserve other forms or industry including commercial fishing. 
 
*AREAS*[text bolded for emphasis]: *Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you care about? 
It's especially important to specify areas you use for subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. Examples 
include **Tenakee Inlet, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon 
watershed areas, Audubon/TNC ecological priority areas.**[text underlined for emphasis] *[text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth timber harvest are: 
 
All the underlining areas. 
 
*USE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *what activities do you do on the Tongass? Hunting, fishing, recreation, 
subsistence, business, tourism, etc *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
I participate in all these and [illegible] on them for income [illegible]. 
 
Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the productivity of the ecosystem that I depend 
on for the following activities: [illegible] watersheds, wildlife habitats, & negatively impact tourism 
 



*SUGGESTION*[text bolded for emphasis]: *How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon watershed restoration, conservation, 
visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and maintenance of recreation 
infrastructure such as trails and cabins. *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is outdated and out of pace with the current 
economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance 
salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my recreation experience. I would like the Forest 
Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable 
sectors of our economy. These activities are: 
 
Do Nothing! 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
No Action: Best Action! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/6/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brent 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Open up the tongass forest and give the public access to their lands! 
I urge you to fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. We have enough land 
permanently set aside already and the National Forest Management Act planning regulations are the proper 
way to manage the remaining areas on the Tongass as a multiple-use forest. 
Other points to consider: Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will not cause harm to the region's 
fisheries. Fish habitat is already fully protected on the national forest. Wildlife habitat is also fully protected on 
the national forest and wildlife is thriving in the young growth stands were timber harvesting has taken place 
over the last 65-years. Mining, energy development and community access are inhibited by the Roadless Rule. 
We need a larger timber supply in order to restore more year around jobs. Timber harvesting has not harmed 
the tourism industry. Most outdoor recreation on the forest takes place in or near the previously harvested 
areas because of the access provided by the logging roads. 
Please restore the Roadless Exemption so that Southeast Alaska can have the same economic opportunities 
as communities in or near other national forests. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is . 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Chandler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Conrad 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6115 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the Tongas alone! You are supposed to be administering Our public lands for Us. This is a money grab 
that is not in the best interests of Our nation, Our people and Our children. Those trees have been there for 
centuries. We are in a time when we do not know if we can reverse the damage humans have done to the 
environment. Do not be a part of what could be the final blow to Our earth. Leave it alone for another century, 
and if our descendants are alive, I am sure that they will thank you. Do not bow to the pressure! It is rape. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to this change in the rules. No logging at all should be allowed in Tongass National 
Forest. We need to maintain all our old growth forests. These lands are our national heritage and should not be 
despoiled.Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a private citizen writing in support of Alternative 1 meaning that no exemptions should be made to the 
Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. It is a rich ecosystem with immense value as it is, and also 
serves as a carbon sink. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Chandler and I live in Omaha, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Chandler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sierrn 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5726 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
I think this should stay roadless. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Suzame 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6412 
 
[Box unchecked] I do not want to receive a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans who eat salmon every year. I depend on the Tongass- from the freshwater streams where 
salmon spawn to the old-growth forests that deer rely on, the Tongass fuels our families and our economy. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily reliant on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife, and presence of old-growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping inventoried roadless areas roadless! I 
urge the Forest Service and Secretary Perdue to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old 
growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
A full exemption from the Roadless Rule will not work for the Tongass. 
 
*WHO I AM*[text bolded for emphasis]: *include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
*[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
Live amongst it. Hike in it every day. 
 
*ALTERNATIVE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *The Forest Service will choose how to proceed from a number of 
different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass , write "Alternative 1, No Action." 
Why do you support this alternative? *[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
The alternative I support is: Alternative 1, No action 
 
Because: 
 
See exhibit A, Live amongst it. Hike in it every day. 
 
*AREAS*[text bolded for emphasis]: *Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you care about? 
It's especially important to specify areas you use for subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. Examples 
include Tenakee Inlet, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon 
watershed areas, Audubon/TNC ecological priority areas.*[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth timber harvest are: 
 
Nakwasina Sound, favorite but we should protect them all 
 
*USE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *what activities do you do on the Tongass? Hunting, fishing, recreation, 
subsistence, business, tourism, etc *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the productivity of the ecosystem that I depend 
on for the following activities: 
 
Fishing, recreation, subsistence, business, tourism. Tourism would be negatively affected. Cruise ships, eco-
tours, etc. 
 



*SUGGESTION*[text bolded for emphasis]: *How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon watershed restoration, conservation, 
visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and maintenance of recreation 
infrastructure such as trails and cabins. *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is outdated and out of pace with the current 
economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance 
salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my recreation experience. I would like the Forest 
Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable 
sectors of our economy. These activities are: 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
No Action = Best Action! 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 7:41:34 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Chandler and I live in Sitka, AK. 1.5 years. We hike every day and value the fresh air and 
sustenance. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in 
these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vickie 
Last name: Chandler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vickie Chandler and I live in Pollock Pines, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vickie Chandler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Chandley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No taxpayer funded roads in any National Park. The harvesting of wood should be sold at the appropriate price. 
No more freebies fo any company. There should be plans to cut the forests. No clear cutting. So done with any 
plan that just allows companies to do as they please at the expense of the taxpayer. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Arti 
Last name: Chandra 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Arti Chandra and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Arti Chandra 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Along with millions of American citizens, your heirs, and mine, I respectfully request that the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 
#1 be adopted and that you support this Alternative. Our children, grandchildren and great grandchildren will 
inherit the decisions and repercussions thereto of every policy, law, and choice that we are making as leaders 
today. 
 
It is of utmost importance to the future of our families, citizens, and the health and wellbeing of generations to 
come that we support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass 
National Forest. The Tongass is a carbon sink containing some of the largest intact old-growth temperate 
rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I respectfully request that you work hard to keep the 
federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. We do want to make 
America great again. By protecting these precious resources, we will be making America more like what it used 
to be. 
 
The Roadless Rule is compulsory for the fulfillment of our President's promise to us all. These management 
policies the Federal Government ensure that we will keep that which makes America great. Not only does it 
preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars 
that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in 
preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is particularly 
relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require unconscionable 
taxpayer subsidies. 
 
The economics of federal subsidies for the timber industry are magnified in the Tongass. It is estimated that,if 
all road building and timber sale costs on the Tongass are taken in to account, the Tongass timber sale 
program costs taxpayers $26 million each year while yielding just $1.69 million in return, for an average loss of 
more than $24 million dollars each year for over the last 20 years-largely due to the exorbitant costs of building 
and maintaining new logging roads. So why are we taxpayers being forced to support a concept that starts and 
finishes in bankruptcy; depleting the very accounts that our President promises to protect and not spend in 
frivolity? 
 
Additionally, the forest protects pristine water sources and provides irreplaceable cultural and subsistence 
value to Alaska Native people. Its old growth trees are the greatest carbon sanctuary in the U.S. national 
forests, helping us all as a counterweight against climate change. We as a nation and a leader in all things, 
must protect this ecologically rich landscape and all the benefits it brings; especially if we want to make 
America great again. 
 
Our country, our citizens, and our families matter. We have worked very hard to stay powerful and to always 
set the example for the world. Now, it's time to step up and put your children, grandchildren, and their children 
first. Because, when we take care of the resources that they will need way more than we do, we are making 
decisions that make America Great Again. 
 
I hereby respectfully request your 100% support of protecting the Tongass from undue logging at the expense 
of your children and mine and ensure to your family and the citizens of this great country that you care and that 
you have the willpower and the strength to find alternative, profitable ways to support the agricultural industries 



of the Northwest areas of our country in more profitable, productive ways. I respectfully request that you ensure 
that No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless 
Rule, Alternative #1 be adopted and that you support this Alternative. 
 
There are many means to an end. I trust that you and your team can strategize and determine the solutions to 
agricultural challenges through other means including agro-forestry. We are approaching a mass food 
shortage. There are many crops we can grow in the forest that will feed millions and millions of people I know 
that you have the power and the skills to lead the industry to a profitable outcome; out as that is what leaders 
do. Thank you for making the tough choices and allowing for new growth in agriculture in innovative ways that 
sustain our country's future; not ensure it's demise. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anna Chaney 
 
Anna Chaney 
 
Lothian, Maryland 20711 
 
 
 
 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:23:33 PM 
First name: Aubrey 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aubrey Chaney and I live in New Castle, IN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Keep our lands wild &amp; nourishing 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
support small-scale, sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christy Chaney and I live in Abilene, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christy Chaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Chaney and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Chaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Evan Chaney and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Please dont kill some of the last wilderness humankind has left on this planet. 
 
Were already to the point that the furthest you can get away from signs of civilization is about 18 miles. Lets not 
make it worse. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Evan Chaney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Herman 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Herman Chaney and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Herman Chaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Chaney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathryn Chaney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Crystal 
Last name: Chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Crystal Chang and I live in Clover, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Crystal Chang 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gabriel 
Last name: Chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gabriel Chang and I live in Bellflower, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gabriel Chang 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5214 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I do not live in AK. In fact, I'm lucky to have visited it once in my lifetime and I'm now 52 yrs old. I reside in AZ 
where our public land, while plentiful, is criss-crosed with an unending maze of atv roads. There are 
advantages to this such as allowing access for sportsmen unable to walk or hike well or the retrieval of downed 
game in difficult environments. Far more important though is the effect it has on the landscape and wildlife 
habitat: it destroys soil and foliage, creates unnatural and destructive drainage patterns, and completely 
disrupts animal migration, sanctuary, and breeding environments. What possible benefit to the ecology and 
current sporting industry would allowing vehicles into the Tongass Nat'l Forest provide? Exempting it from this 
rule makes absolutely no sense, IF your priorities are in the right order. Destroying our natural resources in an 
area like this is not worth any amount of money or industry. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeff Chang 
 
Queen Creek, AZ 85142 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Chang and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
Please allow the Tongass National Forest to be retained as a pristine area, without vehiclular travel. The Earth 
has been ravaged by all the roads, air pollution and toxins due to our dependence on oil and gas. May our 
future generations have at least the Tongass Forests to keep AS IS. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Chang 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nicole chang and I live in Spanish Flat, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nicole chang 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Chang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Chang 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Changus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brett Changus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Chanler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexander Chanler and I live in Andover, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please stay out of the Tongass National Forest. It is our Rain Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexander Chanler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: MIKE 
Last name: CHANTLER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow The Tongass National Forest to be opened up for logging. 
 
Destruction of this forest is totally unneccessary and would have a severe impact on world climate. 
 
These old-growth forests support thousands of species.When they are gone, they cannot be replaced. 
 
Yours Sincerely, Mike Chantler 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Chao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Chao and I live in Danville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Chao 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Chao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beth Chao and I live in Lawrence, Kansas. 
 
The National Forests are a treasure that belong to all of us. Its important to protect them and the air we 
breathe. I want my grand children to be able to enjoy this beautiful public treasure. Bowing to corporate 
interests is short sighted and tragic. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Beth Chao 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Perry 
Last name: Chapdelaine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Perry Chapdelaine and I live in Ashland City, Tennessee. 
 
 
Methane contributes to global warming. Don't lower standards. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Perry Chapdelaine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Chapek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S. Chapek and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, S. Chapek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Chapell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Chapell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1273 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Chapell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Chapell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sara 
Last name: Chapell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello, I would like to encourage selection of Alternatine 1. All other options would result in heavy logging of 
millennia old trees. We must conserve the last remaining great forest. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clark 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Option 1. 
 
 
 
I cannot with good conscience stand by and leave unopposed the opening of this vital, undeveloped wilderness 
so important to our understanding of ancient migration into North America and still so important as a wildlife 
preserve. The unusual permanence of the coastal topography since the end of the last ice age means that 
there is no other place in the Americas which can better promise the preservation of evidence of the most 
archaic human activity. 
 
 
 
For the Federal Government to ignore the imperative of preservation of this most pristine clime would 
guarantee indictment by future generations robbed of knowledge, nature and the health of our native 
environment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Chapin and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Chapin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Everett 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in support of Alternative 1/ option 1 for the Environmental Impact Statement to the proposed Alaska 
roadless rule. The Tongass is of incredible ecological importance, and is key to solving the Climate Crisis. The 
Tongass is about the size of West Virginia and I do not want a great forest of over a Millenia Old trees fall to 
industrial logging. 
 
 
 
It is incredibly hard to get World leaders to bring our global warming down at least +2.0 degrees if we continue 
to deforest at the rates we do and not limit our CO2 emissions, but if we excellerate deforestation even faster 
than it is currently happening... then we are in for a climate catastrophe. 
 
 
 
We must not deforest the largest intact temperate rainforest in North America for economic profit and to make 
roads in the wilderness. Our national parks are in trouble, I don't support them being ravaged and choose 
Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Everett M Chapin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jesse 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I prefer Option 1 for Tongass 
 
I would prefer Option 1 out of any other alternative. My main concern is the conservation of the Old growth but 
also the effects on the wellbeing of the general area, such as the salmon and the fisheries that depend on 
them. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Chapin and I live in Oak View, California. 
 
 
irreplaceable 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Chapin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Chapin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Chapman and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Chapman and I live in Napa, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ed Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edith 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mrs. Edith Chapman and I live in Huntsville, Al. 35805. 
The Roadless Rule should be kept and I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was 
implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edith Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elma 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elma Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elma 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elma Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jo 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jo Chapman and I live in Mims, Florida. 
 
 
You really need to start protecting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jo Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Chapman and I live in Silver Springs, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louann 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louann Chapman and I live in Bellingham, Washington. 
 
 
Preserve! It is the only right thing to do for the interest of our future generations! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louann Chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest is a terrible 
idea. Please, please, please select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
I really can't believe that we would allow industrial greed to destroy America's wildest remaining national forest. 
This destruction is irresponsible, indeed it is downright dangerous. The plan will destroy not just the ancient 
canopy, which is one of so few remaining hopes for an end to our climate emergency, but will wipe out the 
habitat of a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. This is so 
pertinent, at a time when so many creatures face imminent extinction. Plus, these centuries old trees store a 
vast amount of carbon, which logging would release into the atmosphere. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans. It is not right to sacrifice it to the timber industry. Okay, jobs will be 
created, but so many more will be lost, with the inevitable disruption to the fishing industry and to tourism, both 
of which this area relies upon. 
 
This logging has already ravaged so much of the country's national forests, along with the resident wildlife and 
waterways. It has to stop, before there is nothing left. We only have one planet. 
 
I am also completely opposed to plans to open any of roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest to 
bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. Surely everyone must now realise that we urgently need to protect all 
roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat and remote 
recreation? These plans are short term thinking in the extreme. This crisis is happening now. It may already be 
too late to turn things around, but every self-serving plan of this kind which is allowed to go forward, makes it 
less likely we can save our way of life. 
 
Please, please consider the future of us all by selecting the "no action" alternative so that we can maintain 
"Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lynne Chapman 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 5:57:42 AM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest is a terrible 
idea. Please, please, please select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
I really can't believe that we would allow industrial greed to destroy America's wildest remaining national forest. 
This destruction is irresponsible, indeed it is downright dangerous. The plan will destroy not just the ancient 
canopy, which is one of so few remaining hopes for an end to our climate emergency, but will wipe out the 
habitat of a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. This is so 
pertinent, at a time when so many creatures face imminent extinction. Plus, these centuries old trees store a 
vast amount of carbon, which logging would release into the atmosphere. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans. It is not right to sacrifice it to the timber industry. Okay, jobs will be 
created, but so many more will be lost, with the inevitable disruption to the fishing industry and to tourism, both 
of which this area relies upon.  
 
This logging has already ravaged so much of the country's national forests, along with the resident wildlife and 
waterways. It has to stop, before there is nothing left. We only have one planet. 
 
I am also completely opposed to plans to open any of roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest to 
bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. Surely everyone must now realise that we urgently need to protect all 
roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat and remote 
recreation? These plans are short term thinking in the extreme. This crisis is happening now. It may already be 
too late to turn things around, but every self-serving plan of this kind which is allowed to go forward, makes it 
less likely we can save our way of life. 
 
Please, please consider the future of us all by selecting the "no action" alternative so that we can maintain 
"Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lynne Chapman 
S7 1HT 
contact@lynnechapman.co.uk 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Merlaine 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC918 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Penny 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC884 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sam 
Last name: chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sam chapman and I live in Romney, West Virginia. 
 
 
Yo! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sam chapman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy A 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zane 
Last name: Chapman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6219 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
Living in the Tongass as a fisherman, hunter, and scientist has exposed me to true nature seldom seen in the 
U.S. The [illegible] of roads allows Tongass + Alaska to remain wild + pure. 
 
Let's keep it that way for the future generations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Chappell and I live in High Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Chappell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: christina 
Last name: chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is christina chappell and I live in Pine Lake, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, christina chappell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: christina 
Last name: chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, christina chappell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: Chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Chappell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holmes 
Last name: Chappell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Holmes Chappell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dixon 
Last name: Chapter 
 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6499 
 
Date: November 22, 2019 
 
Re: Roadless Rule Response 
 
The Dixon Entrance Chapter, Society of American Foresters offers the comments supporting the selection of 
Alternative 6 (full exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule) of the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS notice in the Federal Register on October 17, 2019. 
 
The Dixon Entrance Chapter is comprised of professional foresters with many decades of forest management 
experience on public and private lands in SE Alaska. 
 
The mission of the Society of American Foresters is to advance sustainable management of forest resources 
through science, education, and technology; to enhance the competency of its members; to establish 
professional excellence; and to use our knowledge, skills, and conservation ethic to ensure the continued 
health, integrity, and use of forests to benefit society in perpetuity. 
 
As professional foresters, we support sustainable management of forest resources using sound forest land 
planning to identify resource opportunities and management activities. 
 
Resource management options for the 9.6 million acres of roadless should be designated following the normal 
multiple use forest land management plan process under NFMA. These areas should be thoroughly 
inventoried, documented, and disclosed to determine what the resource management opportunities are in each 
area. All resources must be considered; hydro-power, minerals development, economical timber harvest, 
wildlife and fish habitat, roaded and unroaded recreational uses, and all the multiple resources of the forest. 
These areas can then be classified to the appropriate land use designation that provides for the long term 
diversity and health of the forest lands and provide for the needs of the people, local economies, and 
communities of SE Alaska. 
 
The Roadless Rule unnecessarily inhibits the normal planning process and exempting the Tongass will simply 
allow the normal land planning process and management decisions to resume and return to the local level. 
 
The current 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan that intends to convert to timber harvest from old growth to 
only second growth has been recognized as impossible with the Roadless Rule in place. And even then, this is 
not sound sustainable forest management. 
 
Releasing the 9.2 million acres from the Roadless Rule restrictions to multiple use management planning rules 
will not immediately change the number of roads or increase the allowable timber harvest permitted under the 
2016 TLMP. But the acres will help the USFS to achieve the goals in the 2016 TLMP. 
 
Congress has designated 5.7 million acres of wilderness and another 728,000 acres that are managed in a 
roadless state to maintain wilderness characteristics. National monument and other natural -setting land use 
designations make more than 13 million acres of the Tongass explicitly restricted from resource development 
or are required to be managed as roadless areas. That is 80 percent of the forest leaving approximately 20% of 
the Forest available for full multiple use planning and management. 
 
We encourage the final selection of the preferred Alternative 6, full release of the Tongass National Forest from 
the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 



We thank USDA Secretary Perdue and the US Forest Service for undertaking this critical action so the 
Tongass National Forest may once again be managed under full multiple use management planning and 
project execution. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bob Durland 
 
Chapter Chair 
 
Dixon Entrance Chapter 
 
Alaska Society of American Foresters 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Chaput 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Chaput and I live in Warwick, New York. 
 
 
stop this 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Chaput 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Charat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We cannot put roads through the Tongass and the surrounding areas. This forest is critical to protecting our 
planet. It traps carbon, making it an especially dangerous forest to clear cut in any way to make way for roads 
and other human development. There are so many other ways to produce timber. Taking it from this precious 
resource is unnecessary, short-sighted, and irreparable. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ANNE 
Last name: CHARBONNEAU 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Charbonneau and I live in Las Vegas, NV. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ANNE CHARBONNEAU 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Charbonneau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Charbonneau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Charbonneau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valerie Charbonneau and I live in Putnam, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Valerie Charbonneau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: john 
Last name: Chard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, john Chard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Chard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Philip Chard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Charest 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Charette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Charette and I live in Milltown, New Jersey. 
 
 
Stop the greed! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Charette 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lilly 
Last name: Chark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5756 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Charlap 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Charlap and I live in Groton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Charlap 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: STACIE 
Last name: CHARLEBOIS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is STACIE CHARLEBOIS and I live in Sebastopol, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, STACIE CHARLEBOIS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cassia 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cassia Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorian 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorian Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I may live in Arizona, but what happens in another state (or even another country) affects the entire world. This 
is science. We know this. Please leave the Tongass National Forest the way it is. Please don't open it up to 
logging and new roads. Of course forests need to be thinned and managed, but that's what natural and 
prescribed burns are for. We don't need to turn every wilderness into a profit source. Thank you for your 
consideration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamie Charles and I live in Englewood, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jamie Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leni 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leni Charles and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leni Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lenore 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lenore Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:32:07 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Charles 
Inver Grove Heights, MN 55076 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Charles and I live in Irvine, CA. 
 
It takes a minute to cut and a century to grow. There is a ecosystem in the forest. Trees are home to many 
creatures, to humans it is furniture or a fence. Best not to tamper with the environment because you just don't 
know about the unintended consequences. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Charles 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Charles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Charles and I live in Amarillo, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Charles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: R. 
Last name: CHARLES 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is R. CHARLES and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST IN ALASKA IS JUST THAT, NATIONAL FOREST BELONGING TO ALL 
AMERICANS AND NOT TO ANY ONE CORPORATION OR GROUP OF CORPORATIONS, AMERICAN OR 
FOREIGN. NO ONE SHOULD BE CLEAR CUTTING ANY SUCH FORREST FOR CORPORATE , SHORT 
TERM PROFIT, ESPECIALLY WHEN IT IS NOT REPLACEABLE. AS A CITIZEN OF THIS COUNTRY IT IS 
MY BELIEF YOU DO NOT DESTROY A LIVING THING SUCH AS A NATIONAL FOREST, LIKE TONGASS , 
JUST BECAUSE YOU CAN. ONCE SUCH LIVING THING, LIKE A FOREST , IS DESTROYED IT IS GONE 
FOREVER. WHAT IS NEXT, TOWNHOUSES AND HOTELS ALL ALONG THE GRAND CANYON? NO! 
NATIONAL FORESTS BELONG TO AMERICAN CITIZENS NOT TO CORPORATIONS. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, R. CHARLES 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Charlesworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann CharlesworthThe beauty of the wilderness in Alaska is what makes me most proud of our 
country. The way we respect our land and have the vision to save it for generations shows that we care. Being 
rich isn't about just having a lot of money, money often distorts what is really important. We need to slow down, 
don't bow to the oil lobbists, love and protect the natural part of our world. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ann Charlesworth 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Charlier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Charlier and I live in Bowie, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Charlier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Charloff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forest - Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. Please keep the current Roadless Rule protections in place 
and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The very important issues here are serveral -- involving climate change, biodiversity, and native rights. 
 
Tongass is a crucial carbon sink, containing some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the 
world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Ruth Charloff 
 
Pomona, California 91768 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Charloff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest: Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service not to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest. 
Select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
The Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of roadless areas. It 
stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of 
climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
It's also home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the short-term interests of 
the timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to 
tourism and fishing - both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. It's even more important to save these last 
remaining roadless forests because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, 
harming wildlife and waters along the way. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for 
the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ruth Charloff 
 
Pomona, CA 91768 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Charloff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ruth Charloff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rutherford 
Last name: Charlot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rutherford Charlot and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rutherford Charlot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rutherford 
Last name: Charlot 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rutherford Charlot and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rutherford Charlot 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Charlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please accept this email as my feedback to the changes being considered for Tongass National Forest. I 
respectfully submit that Alternative 1 is the only suitable option. Alternative 6 is truly abhorrent. Thank you for 
allowing me to share my comment. 
 
Please save our land, our trees, the people and animsls who depend on them, our State of Alaska. 
 
Thank you,Dana Charlton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Charlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
An investigation must take place to see who profits from this type of venture and what steps are taken to decide 
the validity of the actual need to change the current regulations. This has to be by a non-partisan group with 
representation from all sides of the debate. 
 
Failure to do this must then fall back on the current regulations in place, period!!! 
 
It is sickening how favoritism seeps into the politics of this country with effectively bribery money from lobbyists. 
 
SuperPacs with hidden money should be outlawed! 
 
A company is not a person (Citizens United) is an example of big money having too much influence on these 
types of decisions. 
 
The US Constitution was written for a reason "For The People!" everyone should be reminded of the true 
original intent and it would help if politicians actually read it! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristi 
Last name: Charlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6302 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: B 
Last name: Charnak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Charnak and I live in North Hollywood, California. 
Dear Fellow Citizens, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, B Charnak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzy 
Last name: Charnas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Suzy Charnas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzy 
Last name: Charnas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Suzy Charnas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Charnes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruth Charnes and I live in Hoboken, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ruth Charnes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Charnetski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Charnetski and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Charnetski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: danielle 
Last name: charney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is danielle charney and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
How dare you do this to us? How dare you destroy our world- and all that is in it for your profits.. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, danielle charney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ceded 
Last name: Charnley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ceded Charnley and I live in Lopez Island, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care deeply about our public lands and the diverse ecosystems in them. Especially roadless ecosystems like 
the Tongas. Whole, they are critical to stability of the broader bioregion, keeping food sources alive and making 
our planets foundation strong. 
 
Building roads will only bring short term profit for long term damage. These lands are out great-great-greate 
grandchildrens not ours. They should be left alone from global extraction and continue to sustain the people, 
plants and animals living there. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing the 
clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 



 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Charnow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Charnow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francois 
Last name: Charpenay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Francois Charpenay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JL 
Last name: Charrier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JL Charrier and I live in Wayzata, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JL Charrier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anik 
Last name: Charron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anik Charron and I live in Marina Del Rey, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anik Charron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Charter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Charter and I live in Arlington, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Charter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Chartier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Chartier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Against Alternative 6 
 
I thank you for this opportunity to comment on this decision. I will speak plainly. 
 
 
 
This land had already been part of the 2001 Roadless Rule. All the reasons why it should not be opened to new 
roads still stand today. Businesses and politicians would like to try to open it up again. 
 
 
 
There are other forested federal lands that are already open for commercial use. These can be used by the 
timber, mining, and oil companies. There will always be companies that want land to open up for them to obtain 
leases to use them, and roads to explore and exploit. If more areas open up, more companies will just be 
formed to take advantage of the openings. There will always be someone who wants to make money off what 
technically belongs to the American people, and they will have persuasive arguments for why they should be 
allowed to do so. 
 
 
 
This land should not only be managed, but preserved. As one of the last remaining areas of old growth forest, 
as an important watershed area, as an area of Native land, as an area that brings in tourist dollars because of 
its untouched beauty, this is an area that should be set aside from commercial development. If there are no 
additional roads, then there is a chance that some of the land may be left alone. 
 
 
 
Once land is open for development, there is no going back. You can't restore an old growth forest. 
 
 
 
I DO NOT support Alternative 6. I support Alternative 1 - no action, and urge the Forest Service to choose this 
option. No more new roads. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Lisa 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: My 
Last name: Chartier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, My Chartier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Chartowich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Chartowich and I live in Montrose, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Chartowich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Chartrand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests' roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Chartrand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Chasco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: deborah 
Last name: chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is deborah chase and I live in Milford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
A National Forest needs continued protection- not exploitation. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, deborah chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jayni 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jayni Chase and I live in [@advCity], New York. 
 
Its time we stop harvesting trees, there are plenty of other ways to make paper and other materials we can use 
for our buildings. Trees are too vital to the life-systems that function to sustain life on our beautiful Earth! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jayni Chase 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jayni 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jayni Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Chase and I live in Memphis, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Chase and I live in Sisters, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joy 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joy Chase and I live in Madison, Wisconsin. 
 
Clear-cutting is never a viable option for any forest. That you are allowing it in a national forest is reprehensible! 
Stop swindling American citizens out of their national birthright by destroying these lands that are held in trust 
for the future! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joy Chase 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello,We live in the NW and have traveled to Alaska. It is crucial to keep our Alaskan rain forest intact. The 
planet needs the trees, as do the birds, fish, wildlife and Humans. There is no reason to destroy the largest 
rainforest in our USA! 
 
Julia Chase 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Chase and I live in Jacksonville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Preston 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We should no longer view our woodlands as cash crop resources, but rather small and important holdings to 
maintain for O2 production, carbon dioxide capture, and as economic opportunities for sustainable recreation. 
Some of us love that they exist even if we'll never get a chance to visit. I think some people need to update 
their world view from "rip it up for temporary jobs" to "let's protect it as a permanent resource for everyone". 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Chase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Chase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Chase-Trujillo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Chase-Trujillo and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
please help! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Chase-Trujillo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynette 
Last name: Chasen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynette Chasen and I live in Carlsbad, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynette Chasen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Chasin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Chasin and I live in Ithaca, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Chasin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Chassey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Chassey and I live in Norristown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Chassey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Chastain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC791 
 
Dear Secretary Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chastain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Chastain and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
Im standing firm: keep all protections in place for Alaskas Tongass National Forest. It is not for corporate 
consumption! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Chastain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rich 
Last name: Chastain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rich Chastain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JoAnn 
Last name: Chateau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JoAnn Chateau and I live in Palm Harbor, Florida. 
 
 
While the current President and his administration is absolutely replaceable, Wild Forests are not. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JoAnn Chateau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Chatfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Chatfield and I live in Alamogordo, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victoria Chatfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Chatfield 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victoria Chatfield 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Chatis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Corey Chatis and I live in Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
 
Please protect this rare temperate rainforest.  It is irreplaceable. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Corey Chatis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Chato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Chato and I live in Urbana, Illinois. 
 
 
I am concerned about climate change and  forests have a great impact on reducing carbon pollution 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Chato 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Chato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Chato 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Chattergoon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Chattergoon and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
I don't understand how one year an area is protected and the next its not then maybe a couple of years later it 
is again. Once its protected that should be forever. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pamela Chattergoon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madhumita 
Last name: Chatterjee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Madhumita Chatterjee and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Madhumita Chatterjee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madhumita 
Last name: Chatterjee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madhumita Chatterjee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madhumita 
Last name: Chatterjee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Madhumita Chatterjee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mona 
Last name: Chatterji 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mona Chatterji and I live in Tucson, AZ, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mona Chatterji 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Chatterton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry Chatterton and I live in Rio Rancho, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terry Chatterton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Norbert 
Last name: Chaudhary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
Sadly the decision was already made before the "Roadless Rule Process" even started. 
 
The onslaught against our nation's public lands and the environment had reached my town and there wasn't a 
thing I could do about it. The Forest Service presentation and "process" in Ketchikan did not give citizens a 
choice or a voice on whether to uphold existing law. No comments made during this public hearing would be 
considered and the "citizens advisory group" had already been picked by the very people who initiated this 
latest attack on our public lands. 
 
And besides, the Trump-appointed Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue would make the final decision 
regardless of what the people said or wrote in the very short comment period allowed for this "process." 
 
In 2001 after more than a hundred years of unchecked destructive logging on public lands and following a long 
and all-inclusive process, Congress passed the Roadless Area Conservation law (36 CFR Part 294) preventing 
further carnage by halting road building on one-third of all National Forest Lands. According to the US Forest 
Service, "The intent of 2001 Roadless Rule is to provide lasting protection within the National Forest System in 
the context of multiple-use management." 
 
As stated in 36 CFR Part 194; "Although the inventoried roadless areas comprise only 2% of the land base in 
the continental United States, they are found within 661 of the over 2,000 major watersheds in the nation and 
provide many social and ecological benefits." "Additionally, the size of the existing forest road system and 
attendant budget constraints present the agency from managing the road system to the safety and 
environmental standards to which it was built." 
 
So not only did the 2001 Roadless Rule save some of the last remaining old-growth forests and salmon 
spawning streams for future generations to enjoy, it saved the tax payers untold millions of dollars. 
 
Private logging on public lands is not only environmentally destructive, it costs the taxpayers money. A lot of 
money. And while this may have made some sense in our frontier past as a means to stimulate the economy 
by providing American sawmills and manufacturing facilities timber, that era has come and gone. The vast 
majority of the timber being cut now is exported as raw "round" logs with no "value added" gain. 
 
The economy of Southeast Alaska is always changing and we need to change with it. The timber industry is 
now but a tiny fraction of our economy while the visitor industry is rapidly growing. They are coming here to 
fish, to recreate and to enjoy wild scenery no longer available in most of the world. They are not coming here to 
see clear cut stump lands. 
 
What the Forest Service, politicians and their big donor puppeteers are pushing down our throats is nothing 
short of criminal. They are robbing us and future generations of our money and our lands while endangering 
our economy. 
 



They are demanding that We The People use our tax dollars to pay private logging firms to clear cut public 
lands so that the Asian manufacturing base has access to raw "round" logs. Oh, and then we get to pay for the 
environmental mess they they leave behind. 
 
Basically we are funding foreign industry with U.S. tax dollars. We export round logs and import finished 
products, paying whatever tariffs Trump imposes on us and are expected to docilely accept this decent into 
Third World status without question or comment. This is utter madness. 
 
Rather taking a Great Leap Backwards why not look North To The Future? 
 
If it's jobs that they are so concerned about and that we are expected to subsidize, then why not use our tax 
dollars to pay the logging folks to clean up the "slash" and wasted timber from previous logging? Additionally 
they could maintain or remove existing logging roads, replant then thin the forests as they recover. There is 
more than enough logged out lands in Southeast Alaska to keep them employed for decades. 
 
I urge you consider the will of the people, the economics and the common sense of preventing any further 
destruction of the Tongass National Forest and keep the Roadless Rules intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Norbert Chaudhary 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Norbert Chaudhary 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pakhi 
Last name: Chaudhuri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pakhi Chaudhuri and I live in Durango, Colorado. 
 
 
Please ensure the lungs of the Earth are not destroyed! Without them we will soon not be able to breathe! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pakhi Chaudhuri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: daniel 
Last name: chauvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is daniel chauvin and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, daniel chauvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bennett 
Last name: Chaves 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
PLEASE. Adopt the no action Alternative 1 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Chavez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Chavez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dianne Chavez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michele 
Last name: chavez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, michele chavez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Chavez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phyllis Chavez and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
Save us and our Earth! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phyllis Chavez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Salissa 
Last name: Chavez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Salissa Chavez and I live in Queen Creek, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Salissa Chavez 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ad 
Last name: Chavis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ad Chavis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mildred 
Last name: Chazin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mildred Chazin and I live in Albany, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mildred Chazin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Cheah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elena Cheah and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elena Cheah 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cheatham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Cheatham and I live in Carmel Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Cheatham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Cheatham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Cheatham and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Cheatham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Checco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laurie Checco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Cheek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I ask that the U.S. Forest Service decision-makers leave the Roadless Rule intact for the Tongass by selecting 
the "no action" alternative. Protect and save the environment and wildlife of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dwayne 
Last name: Cheeks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dwayne Cheeks and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dwayne Cheeks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clancey 
Last name: Cheeley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule - NO EXEMPTION (Alternative 1) 
 
I strongly oppose the exemption to the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I was born and raised in Juneau, Alaska and my mom worked for the Alaska Department of Fish and Wildlife 
for 25 years. While I am currently working towards my degree in forestry from the University of Georgia, I intend 
to return to Alaska to pursue my career. Opening up Southeast Alaska to expanded logging and mining would 
not only cause critical damage to the region's natural environment, but it would also threaten to decimate 
Southeast Alaska's two largest industries: tourism and fishing. People from all over the world visit Alaska to 
experience the beauty and majesty of the untouched Inside Passage, not to see a bunch of clear-cut tree 
stumps. Southeast Alaska is also ill suited for an expanded logging industry. The trees of the region are slow 
growing and the logistics of harvesting them would end up costing the state more than logging would be able to 
generate in profits. Scaling up logging in Southeast Alaska is ridiculously impractical, especially in comparison 
to regions like the Southeastern United States which are perfectly suited for logging and have fast growing and 
easily harvestable trees. Opening up Southeast Alaska to industries like logging and mining is shortsighted and 
irresponsible; some profits may be garnered, but it would be at the expense of the region's most prosperous 
industries and the future of the environment. 
 
The Alaska Roadless Rule is vital for the prosperity of Southeast Alaska and I voice "No" to any proposed 
exemption for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Clancey Cheeley 
 
Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorne 
Last name: Cheeseman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorne Cheeseman and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorne Cheeseman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ted 
Last name: Cheeseman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ted Cheeseman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Cheesman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Cheesman and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Cheesman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cheetham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Cheetham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gisele 
Last name: Cheffi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gisele Cheffi and I live in Laurel, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gisele Cheffi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gisele 
Last name: Cheffi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gisele Cheffi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melvin 
Last name: Cheitlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melvin Cheitlin and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melvin Cheitlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Chekanow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please, please, PLEASE...leave this one corner of virgin earth, trees and sky alone. We are running so fast 
toward what we think is progress that we often think only about whether we CAN, not whether we SHOULD. 
The Alaskan wilderness is one of the last bastions of nature in its truest, most unspoiled form. To invade and 
rupture the inherent peace of the land and waters for the sake of yet more development typifies the worst 
instincts of humans: greed, corruption, and a loss of connection to Mother Earth. Before you vote to allow the 
pillage and rape of this pristine place, you ought to go there and bear witness to what you are about to become 
complicit in destroying. PLEASE. Plan option number one is the ONLY way you can morally proceed and still 
call yourselves stewards of the will of the people and the earth. PLEASE. Let it be. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alissa 
Last name: Chelius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alissa Chelius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: Chellew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Chelmecki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Chelmecki and I live in Elburn, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Chelmecki 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allan 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allan Chen and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allan Chen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyisa 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyisa Chen and I live in Redwood City, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyisa Chen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Chen and I live in Mansfield, CT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I wouldn't be here without nature. We owe it to the wildlife, borrowing their land. The forest is important! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric 
development, inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat 
including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any 
alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Celene 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Celene Chen and I live in Arlington, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care greatly about protecting the lands. The well-being of the earth, animals, and plants (diversity and health 
and non pollution) are DIRECTLY related to how we as people are doing. Delicate ecosystems rely on this land 
being protected. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Su-wen 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Su-wen Chen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Preserve the wilderness of the Alaskan forests and prevent logging. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Yaniv 
Last name: Chen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not allow any further expansion of logging. Our survival as human beings depands on these forests 
mitigating climate change! Not to talk about causing run offs, lossing ability to control pollutants and destroying 
habitat for important species. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: G.W. 
Last name: Cheney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is G.W. Cheney and I live in Boone, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, G.W. Cheney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cheney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Cheney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristen Cheney and I live in Orion Charter Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristen Cheney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Cheney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Cheney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Cheney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Cheney and I live in Mount Madonna, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Cheney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: chinteh 
Last name: cheng 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is chinteh cheng and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, chinteh cheng 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Cheng 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jack Cheng and I live in Alhambra, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jack Cheng 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mei 
Last name: Cheng 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mei Cheng 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: On 
Last name: Cheng 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, On Cheng 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Cheng 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronald Cheng and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ronald Cheng 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: barry 
Last name: chenkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO logging or destruction on any kind to be permitted in the forest EVER - Leave nature alone and allow for 
rejuvenation of the planet 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cari 
Last name: Chenkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cari Chenkin and I live in Citrus Heights, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cari Chenkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Chepeska 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan Chepeska and I live in Lewiston, Michigan. 
 
 
Do your job-Protect the woods , streams and air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jan Chepeska 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: cherbo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joni cherbo and I live in Riviera Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joni cherbo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Cherf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Cherkton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Cherkton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Cherkton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Cherkton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Cherkton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1324 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Chern 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Howard Chern, and I currently live in San Jose, California. 
Please stop destroying our environment! 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
Regards,Howard Chern 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Chernetz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Chernetz and I live in Kinnelon, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Chernetz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meg 
Last name: Chernoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meg Chernoff and I live in Olympia, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care about the Tongass because I care about all wild places. I also care that the Tongass are stolen 
Indigenous lands that should not be destroyed for capitalist gain. Trees and old forests remaining intact will 
help stabilize our planet as climate change moves forward and preserve the cultures who have lived in them for 
thousands of years. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Chernow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Justin Chernow and I live in Paso Robles, California. 
 
Electric trucks are the future, and California has always embraced the future and led the way for others. Let's 
keep doing it here! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Justin Chernow 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: J 
Last name: Cherr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
Our environment is under enough threat without tearing up pristine ecologies in Alaska. Please don't. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
J Cherr 
 
New York, NY 10003 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nia 
Last name: Cherrett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nia Cherrett and I live in Winter Park, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nia Cherrett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Cherrier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Cherrier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carla Cherry and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carla Cherry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: HOWARD 
Last name: CHERRY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is HOWARD CHERRY and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, HOWARD CHERRY 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kittredge 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kittredge Cherry and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
Protecting forests is essential for all life, including human life. Use your power to protest the Alaska forests 
please! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kittredge Cherry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randall 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randall Cherry and I live in Reading, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randall Cherry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Russell Cherry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Russell Cherry and I live in Placerville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Russell Cherry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stanley 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3721 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Stanley Cherry 
Lincoln Park, NJ 07035 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stanley 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3721 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stanley Cherry 
 
Lincoln Park, NJ 07035 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3444 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Conservation is key to keeping our earth and ecosystem healthy. Its things like this that threatens us all. Profit 
and proliferation should be put last, not first. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Cherry 
 
Newport Beach, CA 92663 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3444 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
Conservation is key to keeping our earth and ecosystem healthy. Its things like this that threatens us all. Profit 
and proliferation should be put last, not first. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas Cherry 
Newport Beach, CA 92663 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Cherry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Victoria Cherry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Cherubin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Cherubin and I live in Camden, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Cherubin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maryann 
Last name: Cherubini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryann Cherubini and I live in Spring City, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please save the Tongass National Forest! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maryann Cherubini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CHARLIE 
Last name: CHERVEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3165 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
CHARLIE CHERVEN 
 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CHARLIE 
Last name: CHERVEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3165 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
CHARLIE CHERVEN 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erik 
Last name: Cherveny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cherwink 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Cherwink and I live in Sonoma, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Cherwink 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Williams 
Last name: Cheryl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Williams Cheryl and I live in Geneva, Illinois. 
 
 
We all need to speak up to protect our environment before it is too late! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Williams Cheryl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Chesebrough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Caroline Chesebrough and I live in Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Caroline Chesebrough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Cheselske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5153 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I visit Alaska regularly to fish the "Last Frontier". The TNF needs our support. While watching the testimony of 
agency officials at Congressional hearings, I see how vital they are to preserve our freedoms. Please join them 
as only you can! Thank you for listening. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Craig Cheselske 
 
Markleysburg, PA 15459 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Chesick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Chesick and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Protect these forests! They are an extremely important "carbon sink," needed in the face of today's climate 
crisis 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Katherine Chesick 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Chesick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Katherine Chesick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Chesney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Matt Chesney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanna 
Last name: Chesnut 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanna Chesnut 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katie 
Last name: Chess 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass NF - Roadless wildlands 
 
Hello and thank you for accepting my comment. 
 
I very strongly want to keep these wild lands roadless. 
 
The Tongass NF has been studied and it is now known to absorb or recycle 1/8 of the CO2 across the planet. 
This is very significant to the future of life on Earth as we see climate change rates increasing and becoming 
much more dangerous to humans and all other organisms. 
 
Also, biodiversity across the world is threatened by human actions, including extraction and pollution. One iv 
every 8 species is at risk of extinction. This fact means that intact wild nature areas are more and more 
important for zones where wild life can survive and possibly thrive. There are very few large wild lands left, 
especially in the USA. We must protect what remains. 
 
I have been a rare plant botanist for USFS, NPS and USGS and have seen several threats to wild populations 
and climate change now threatens us all. We cannot afford to negatively impact the Tongass NF! 
 
Sincerely concerned, 
 
Katherine Chess 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: chesshir 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3293 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stan chesshir 
 
Portland, OR 97201 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: chesshir 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3293 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Stan chesshir 
Portland, OR 97201 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Chester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paula Chester and I live in Mercer Island, Washington. 
 
 
We need trees more than profits. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paula Chester 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Chester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Philip Chester and I live in East Granby, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Philip Chester 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alea 
Last name: Chevalier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alea Chevalier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alea 
Last name: Chevalier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alea Chevalier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Chevalier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Chevalier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rowan 
Last name: Chevalier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rowan Chevalier and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I was born and raised in Sitka and recreate in the 
forest pretty much daily. I hike hunt and fish here. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, 
subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of 
the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because it is unnecessary 
and short sighted. We must protect the wild resources for future generations.. The State of Alaska says that a 
full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not 
help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies 
that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeane 
Last name: Cheveton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeane Cheveton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeane 
Last name: Cheveton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeane Cheveton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Chew 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Chew 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: Chew 
Organization: Tenakee Loggin Co.  (TLC) 
Title: Owner 
Comments: 
Saving the Tongass and the salmon it provides should be your highest priority: we only support a "No Action" 
alternative to any change to the existing roadless rule. 
 
 
 
Catering to mining and timber interests does not take into account the Tourism or Fishing industries which 
depend upon our remaining intact watersheds. Common sense is needed here to support these much larger 
industries over the diminished timber extraction models that are unsustainable. 
 
 
 
Thanks you 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: ChewDon NicholsonZach LaPerriereErnie Eggleston 
Organization: Tenakee logging Co, Fair N Square Milling, Timberworks, LLC, Happy Lumber 
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6400 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Ms. Christiansen, 
 
We are small-scale forest business owners who make our livelihoods on the lands of the Tongass National 
Forest. We represent loggers, sawmill owners, and wood products businesses. Some of us are just breaking 
into the industry while others have carried on a family business over generations. Each of us hunt, gather, fish, 
and live locally. The forests of Southeast Alaska shape our personal histories, our livelihoods, and our culture. 
We depend entirely on the Tongass. 
 
We have supported one another as some have chosen to continue an approach to forestry that prioritizes 
purchasing, cutting and sustainably using old-growth at the small (less than 10MMBF) and micro (less than 50 
MBF) level, while others among us have embraced the planned transition to second-growth logging on the 
Tongass National Forest. Additionally, some of us focus entirely on salvaging wood. Together, we produce 
some of the best quality wood products you can find in America. Selling our wood products locally keeps 
money circulating in and between our Southeast Alaskan communities, and enriches our families and our 
region. 
 
We understand the importance of using the Tongss National Forest in ways that ensure the future value of our 
region's wild places, and old-growth forests. We believe that properly managed small-scale, high-value-added 
industries can be economically viable and profitable for our rural communities, while sustaining our natural 
resources, keeping the forest healthy and productive for future generations who will continue to live in the 
Tongass. 
 
*For this reason, we urge you to select the No-Action alternative and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on 
the Tongass* [Text bolded for emphasis]. 
 
As a result of the Collaborative Stewardship Process initiated under the 1997 Tongass Land Management Plan 
(TLMP), the microsale timber program began in 2000 and has since provided hundreds of microsales at 
volumes usable and affordable by small-scale operators like us, that live and work in the Tongass. These sales 
have been processed locally, helping transform the timber industry from a cut-and-run operation where 
outsiders come in to do the logging, and raw logs get shipped out, to one that supports local communities and 
businesses, without harming the many diverse economic and social uses of the landscape. 
 
Since the microsale program allows logging only from the existing road system, it has consistently produced 
sales that are economical not only for the operators involved, but also for the Forest Service and the U.S. 
taxpayer. By harvesting old-growth sustainably, dead or downed wood, as well as wood left as "waste" by 
larger operations, local operators are now at the forefront of logging innovation, as well as conservation, on the 
Tongass. 
 
By avoiding sensitive areas and the practice of clear cutting, the microsale timber program has supported 
small-scale operators; reduced litigation; and ensured the continued health and vitality of important deer and 
wild salmon habitat, which in turn supports recreation, tourism, subsistence uses and Southeast Alaska's 
commercial fishing industry. Notably, commercial fishing is an economic backbone of Southeast Alaska. The 
health of Salmon relies upon the health of the Tongass National Forest as it's these streams and rivers which 
produce 80% of the commercial salmon harvested from Southeast Alaska each year. 
 
A recent and successful example of a small sale approach is the 2017 Wrangell Island Timber sale Originally 
proposed for 90 MMBF, it was ultimately reduced to 507 MMBF. This result shrunk this deficit sale to a size 
where the agency could meter out a 10-year supply of more economical supply of small timber offerings to local 
Wrangell operators. 



 
The July, 2nd 2013 Secretary's Memorandum 1044- 009 directed management of the Tongass National Forest 
to expedite the transition away from old-growth clearcutting and towards a forest products industry that logs 
predominantly second-growth - or young-growth -forests. The memorandum also affirmed that "this transition to 
a more ecologically, socially, and economically sustainable forest management is a high priority for USDA, the 
Forest Service, and the Tongass National Forest," Since adoption of the 2016 Tongass Land Management 
Plan the Forest Service completed the most intensive young growth timber cruise ever conducted on the 
Tongass (80,000 plots on 40,000 acres of young growth). 
 
Recent analysis of the updated young growth inventory data indicates that we can end the controversial 
practice of clearcutting old-growth on the Tongass now and begin sustainably logging second growth. Mater 
engineering compiled the analysis in their Tongass in Transition: 2019 Update report (attached). The report 
identified 138,760 currently existing young growth acres in suitable (low environmental risk) areas located 
within 800 feet of existing and open Forest Service roads, with 100% of these acres located at less than 1,000 
feet in elevation. This data clearly shows the transition to logging only young growth is currently possible on the 
Tongass. If the Forest Service is truly serious about a continued logging industry in Southeast Alaska, it is more 
evident than ever that young growth is the answer. As a result, the timber industry in Southeast Alaska can 
immediately stop the controversial practice of industrial-scale-old-growth clearcutting. 
 
The fate of the Alaska Roadless Rule is well within your control, Secretary Perdue; selecting the No-Action 
alternative will allow the Forest Service to meet the needs of Southeast Alaskan small-scale wood business 
owners without harming the intact roadless areas so important for the longevity and strength of Southeast 
Alaska's primary job producers - the fishing and visitor sectors. 
 
*Again, we urge you to support keeping the 2001 National Roadless Rule on Tongass National Forest by 
selecting the "No-Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule.* [Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
 
*Michael Sallee*[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Ketchikan Ak 99901 
 
Moser Bay, Alaska in Ketchikan Gateway Borough 
 
Description: I've been milling rough-sawn dimensional lumber, primarily with a Mobile Dimension sawmill, since 
the early 1980s. It is a part-time operation supplemented by my commercial fishing and other sources of 
income. With very rare exceptions of purchasing logs, e.g., from a USFS sort yard auction in 1997, my logs 
come almost exclusively from beach-salvage of trees carried to tide water by wind-throw or landslides. I also 
occasionally get logs from neighbors clearing trees from their homesites. While I usally mill these private logs 
for a nominal fee, I have milled logs for half of the grade and species are suitable for filling my own wood 
orders. I've milled logs for a few people that had the means of felling, yarding and towing logs from areas open 
to the USFS 10,000bf free-use program. While I've never kept a rigorous tally of log scales, I'd estimate that 
I've never milled more than about 35,000bf annually. I've milled wood for beams, decking, exterior siding, 
interior paneling, framing, and interior or exterior trim, boat planks and timbers, art projects such as Native 
masks, paddles, bentwood boxes, wide slabs for coffee tables and panels, CVG spruce for windmill blades, etc. 
Except for the few neighbors who can access my mill by a trial the vast majority of the logs coming and lumber 
leaving my mills by water transport. 
 
*Gordon W Chew*[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Tenakee logging Company 
 
Tenakee Springs, Alaska 99841 
 
Description: We log only selectively marked timber sales (100,000 bf per year), historically old growth but now 
Young Growth. These 50 year old trees are of surprising high quality with almost no defects. Our Lumber Mill is 
located in Corner Bay, Alaska 
 



*Don (Grizz) Nicholson*[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Fair N Square Milling 
 
Coffman Cove, AK 
 
Manufacturing and retail sales of construction lumber 
 
Raw materials sourced from local harvesting operators, 
 
From both private and US Forest Service lands 
 
*Zach LaPerriere*[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Timberworks, LLC 
 
Sitka, Alaska, 99835 
 
Description: My main business is the harvest of dead and down trees to make both functional and sculptural 
wood vessels and bowls. Most of my wood comes from public land, including harvest in roadless areas, by 
USFS permit. The only machinery I use in logging is chainsaws, the rest is taken out the old fashion way: 
carrying, pulling via mechanical advantage, and sledding when snow allows. My customers are around the 
world, and they appreciate that I only harvest Tongass old grwoth in sustainable manners. I also do a small 
amount of custom fine woodwork, such as cabinetry and doors. For business I sue an average of 2-5,000 
board feet per year. Multiple people and organizations have told me that I get some of the highest value per 
board foot of any timber product business in Alaska. I personally suspect that guitar wood may be more 
valuable, though a small percentage of my pieces are upwards of $2,000 with only a few board feet of salvaged 
wood. 
 
*Ernie Eggleston*[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
Happy Lumber 
 
Sitka, AK 99835 
 
Description: A custom sawyer; I don't log anymore but saw wood for others. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name: Chewning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claudia Chewning 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Chewning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Chey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sam Chey and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sam Chey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: Chey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Samuel Chey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kokila 
Last name: chheda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kokila chheda and I live in Swormville, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kokila chheda 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Chiacchio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Chiacchio and I live in Hamilton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Chiacchio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Antonia 
Last name: Chianis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Antonia Chianis and I live in Lake Arrowhead, California. 
 
 
All living things NEED our forests for our existence. This letter says it all. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Antonia Chianis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Chiappetta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita Chiappetta and I live in Oak Lawn, Illinois. 
 
 
Do not prevent Nature from protecting us. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita Chiappetta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 8:18:03 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Chiaravalli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I want to preserve this world for future generations and that is not possible if we continue to exacerbate climate 
change and deforest the world at such an extreme rate.  
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the world's largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 
"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation in the United States. 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world's entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to reducing 
emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest.  
 
During the original rule-making process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule.  
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
  
Sincerely, 
Alicia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chiarella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Chiarella and I live in Fair Haven, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Chiarella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Myles 
Last name: Chiariello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Damon 
Last name: Chiaverini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Damon Chiaverini and I live in Gibraltar, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Damon Chiaverini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 4:33:47 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Chica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Chica and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
After visiting alaska this summer, i realized how important the tongass forest truly is. I was able to talk to 
natives and they expressed how essential it is and why they have such a connection to it. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the 
Tongass, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the 
clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lewis 
Last name: Chicklas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lewis Chicklas and I live in Agawam, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lewis Chicklas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lewis 
Last name: Chicklas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lewis Chicklas and I live in Agawam, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lewis Chicklas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: chidester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara chidester and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara chidester 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Chidester 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jack Chidester and I live in Malvern, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
protect our forests! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jack Chidester 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Troy 
Last name: Chikigak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC776 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support 
the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Chilcote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I love this place and want it protected for my children. please come up please do not lift this rule! 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katrina 
Last name: Child 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katrina Child and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katrina Child 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Child 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Child and I live in Greenwood, Virginia. 
 
 
Leave this forest alone! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Child 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jarret 
Last name: Childers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Childers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Childers and I live in Madison, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Childers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Childers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect our national forests and all creatures that live therein. Roads are really not a good idea. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Childress 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andria 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andria Childs and I live in Winter Garden, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andria Childs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5113 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Have a question for you! Do you like one way roads? One way roads go one directly only...can't decide to go 
the opposite direction once you have made the decision to use it. You know where I am going[hellip] some 
decisions are irreversible[hellip].and nothing but folly, predicated on selfish acts. If we do not continue to protect 
our ecosystems now, we will not have a chance to do so later climate change impacts everything: [hellip] it 
alone will be doing enough damage to our habitat. Please support 'No Action' 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeff Childs 
 
Quilcene, WA 98376 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maggie Childs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maggie Childs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Childs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Childs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Childs and I live in Swartz Creek, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Childs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JOSHUA 
Last name: CHILES 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Garry 
Last name: Chilluffo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1.  
I SUPPORT KEEPING THE CURRENT ROADLESS RULE PROTECTIONS IN PLACE AND INTACT FOR 
THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST!               
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Garry Chilluffo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: D.G. 
Last name: Chilson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5433 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The old growth forests that are in the cross hairs would be irreparably harmed by allowing more roads and 
clear-cutting and for what- more toilet paper, more short term profit! STOP THIS! The forest undergrowth is an 
entire organism like the lining of your guts. Cutting down the trees kills the undergrowth as well. This organism 
supports not only the forest but also the wildlife. Would you have your guts removed and think that you can live 
a healthy life? I think not. As humans we have to wake up to the fact that this earth is not here just for our 
benefit but for all life on the planet. Consider the long term impact of your decisions, PLEASE! Short 
shortsightedness is killing everything needed for the survival of all ecosystems, all life on this planet - including 
our own. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
D.G. Chilson 
 
Sahuarita, AZ 85629 
 
[Postion] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Chilton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Chilton and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Chilton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Chilton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Chilton and I live in Sun City Center, Florida. 
 
 
These lands are for WE THE PEOPLE, not big business.  Stop destroying  our lands. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Chilton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Chimiklis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynne Chimiklis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Chimiklis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynne Chimiklis and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynne Chimiklis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ROBERT 
Last name: CHIMIS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, ROBERT CHIMIS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Chin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Chin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hetty 
Last name: Chin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hetty Chin and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hetty Chin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alisa 
Last name: Ching 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alisa Ching 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Chinigo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brittany Chinigo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Chinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Chinn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Chinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Chinn and I live in Cloverdale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Chinn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Chinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurie Chinn and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurie Chinn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Chinn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phyllis Chinn and I live in Kenmore, Washington. 
 
 
We all have the responsibility to leave something for the next generation. Please honor that commitment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phyllis Chinn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: beth 
Last name: chiodo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is beth chiodo and I live in Ketchum, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, beth chiodo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russel 
Last name: Chiodo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russel 
Last name: Chiodo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5219 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Step up and save America! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Russel Chiodo 
 
Towson, MD 21204 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Chione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a fisheries biologist in Oregon who spends over 200 days per year on public land working, fishing, and 
foraging. I come from a family that traveled the Oregon Trail, took unceded land from indigenous tribes, and 
made their living farming, ranching, logging, and dam building. Unsustainable practices led to the destruction of 
most of the fish and wildlife habitat in Oregon. Today, the salmon runs are dwindling, with many of them extinct, 
water quality is impaired in most waterways, and the quality of life of indigenous tribes and the descendants of 
settlers is degraded. 
 
 
 
Most of the old growth forest in Oregon was logged and roads built everywhere. The subsequent degradation 
of salmon streams and wildlife habitat has been catastrophic. The U.S. Forest Service in Oregon subsidized 
logging most of the old growth forest on public lands and has since been spending an enormous amount of 
taxpayer money to repair the damage. Unfortunately, the damage has been done and most of what we lost in 
Oregon will never come back. My career is focused on fixing the wrongs of the past and slowing the decline of 
fish and wildlife species. Alaska is the last, best place where pristine salmon streams and old growth forests 
drive sustainable commercial and sustenance harvest of fish and wildlife. 
 
 
 
It is imperative that you select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. Do not repeat the destruction of cultural, economic, and environmental quality that has 
happened in Oregon. 
 
 
 
As scientists, you have hopefully heard about climate change. The Tongass and Chugach National Forests are 
the largest intact temperate rainforests in the world and their ability to store carbon should not be compromised. 
The thousands of miles of roads that are built with the money of American taxpayers do not give most citizens 
a single benefit, but rather destroy the public trust through the destruction of primary forest and erosion and 
blockage of waterways. Once old growth forest is gone, it takes hundreds of years to return, along with all of its 
benefits. Do not clearcut and pave the future of our children for a handful of unsustainable jobs today. Support 
sustainable commercial and sustenance hunting and fishing, cultural resources, and tourism. Preserve the 
most important and publicly supported values of the crown jewel of our public lands system. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Chipkin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Chipkin and I live in North San Juan, California. 
 
 
Please save our trees 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Chipkin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anders 
Last name: Chippindale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juan 
Last name: Chiquiza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not want renewed road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I choose Alternative One 
 
the giant, ancient trees are important for the planet in terms of carbon storage, that the roads would damage 
the salmon fishery and that the 1000 year old trees can't be replaced once gone. 
 
Thanks! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Selinda 
Last name: Chiquoine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Selinda Chiquoine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Toni 
Last name: Chir 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Toni Chir 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Chirigotis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helen Chirigotis and I live in New Bedford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Helen Chirigotis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Chisari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Chisari and I live in Mims, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Chisari 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Chisholm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amy Chisholm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: Chisholm 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brad Chisholm 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Chittenden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Chittenden and I live in Saugerties, New York. 
 
 
Please help stop this move to eliminate even more of our climate-protecting forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Chittenden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Veroune 
Last name: Chittim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Veroune Chittim and I live in Selma, Oregon. 
 
The Tongass National Forest must be preserved to help save our planet from becoming a desert! The old 
growth trees are worth more as they collect carbon and release oxygen than the bottom line of a timber 
corporation! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Veroune Chittim 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Veroune 
Last name: Chittim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Veroune Chittim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: chihlan 
Last name: chiu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is chihlan chiu and I live in Fairfield, Iowa. 
 
 
You can not breathe money when you run out of clean air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, chihlan chiu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Chivers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Chivers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Chivers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Chivers and I live in Waukesha, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Chivers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: timber. 
Last name: Chivers 
Organization: GOTWOODALASKA 
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska must be open to timber harvesting in the Tongas as well as the Mat-Su Borough. Sacrificing 250,000 
acres to forest fires rather than logging is unacceptable and frankly irresponsible governing. Alaska politicians 
would rather spend a hundred million dollars fighting the fire rather than pay us loggers 1 penny to harvest 
timber to sell to countries like China, or all over the world, that would potentially buy billions in timber. It makes 
no sense. Come on politicians wake up here, smell the coffee. If the State of Alaska and Mat-Su Borough 
would throw 10 percent of the cost to fight forest fires into timber harvesting companies and loggers, we the 
people would manage the timber forests much better. We'd reduce forest fires from devastating homes and 
lives of people like myself. The state of Alaska spends billions of dollars. How about investing millions into 
timber harvesting, timber management, logging companies, and solicit timber buyers world wide. Port 
McKenzie is read to export timber. Denali Timber Management invested a million, it's the State of Alaska that 
needs to step up and make the rest happen. 250,000 acres of timber is approximately 375,000 semi truck loads 
of firewood for example. 375,000 semi truck loads at 2000$ per load is 750,000,000$ How much money did 
state and local governments pay to fight fires just in the last 2 years? Alaska must be open to 
businesses,especially timber businesses given the amount of timber resources here, customers buying from 
these businesses and welcome opportunities for the state to generate revenue from its natural resources. 
Alaska must find resources to pay for government spending rather than lean on the PFD for it's short fall. 
Alaska must stop spending irresponsibly and start making money responsibly by investing in Alaskan 
companies that harvest timbet. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susanna 
Last name: Chivian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susanna Chivian and I live in Cambridge, MA. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susanna Chivian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mickey 
Last name: Chizek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Chlystun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Chlystun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Chmielarz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
keeping Tongass roadless 
 
Dear Department, 
 
Although I've never visited Alaska, I know of its beauty and potential riches. I live in Minnesota and am familiar 
with the beauty of our roadless areas. 
 
I am totally against opening the Tongass with roads. It already has been timber scalped. Imagine with roads the 
real estate possibilities, etc., would wreak havoc with its natural habitat and ecology. 
 
Please keep these wildernesses closed! 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sharon Chmielarz 
 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=www.sharonchmielarz.com&amp;data=02%7C01%7C%7C
2f7059f03c5f457c77c408d7702d842e%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C1%7C637101213
100930310&amp;sdata=xiztyy3wEDDxuS%2BE6GtcWYNYVy9ydUr0nbqg3GmzU7M%3D&amp;reserved=0 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CHARLIE 
Last name: CHMIELEWSKI 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3471 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
CHARLIE CHMIELEWSKI 
Lenoir City, TN 37772 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CHARLIE 
Last name: CHMIELEWSKI 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3471 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
CHARLIE CHMIELEWSKI 
 
Lenoir City, TN 37772 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Chmielewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Chmielewski and I live in East Granby, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Chmielewski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Chmielewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tom Chmielewski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Chmura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ken Chmura 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Cho 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tony Cho and I live in Ellicott City, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tony Cho 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: YU 
Last name: CHO 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is YU CHO and I live in Bozeman, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, YU CHO 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Choate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Choate 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: tina 
Last name: choate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is tina choate and I live in Sedona, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, tina choate 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janie 
Last name: Chodosh 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janie Chodosh and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
Please work to save our forests. Biodiversity is suffering across the planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janie Chodosh 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Choe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Angela Choe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenda Choi and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brenda Choi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda choi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Choi and I live in Madison, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Choi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Choi and I live in Glendale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie Choi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Siobhan 
Last name: Choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3933 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Siobhan Choi 
 
Anchorage, AK 99502 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Siobhan 
Last name: Choi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3933 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Siobhan Choi 
Anchorage, AK 99502 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Chokas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3606 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Greg Chokas 
 
White Salmon, WA 98672 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: stephen 
Last name: cholewa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Chomberlain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5731 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Chomko 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Chomko 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frances 
Last name: Chomowycz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frances Chomowycz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Camille 
Last name: Chong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Camille Chong and I live in Honolulu, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Camille Chong 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Chong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Chong and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Chong 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Choper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Contrary to the beliefs of this administration, there is more to life than just money. Cant we leave just some 
areas untouched for our future generations to enjoy. Donald apparently doesnt care about leaving Baron 
anything but money, but if our environment is trashed, what can he spend it on! We have already opened up 
our national parks to mining and oil drilling, when does it stop Teddy Roosvelt is rolling over in his grave as we 
speak, and he was a Republican. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jose 
Last name: Choquehuanca 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jose Choquehuanca and I live in Katy, Texas. 
 
 
Stop destroying Mother Earth 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jose Choquehuanca 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louis 
Last name: Chorba 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Louis Chorba and I live in Hamilton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Louis Chorba 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Chorlton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. In addition to the other reasons listed, our forests are the 
lungs of the Earth. We cannot chop them down without dire consequences.The Tongass contains some of the 
largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and 
wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the 
federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  Enough is enough!  
Regards, Roberta Chorlton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Choromanski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gene 
Last name: Chorostecki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gene Chorostecki and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gene Chorostecki 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Chott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Chott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Chott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Chou 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ana Chou 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ya-Nan 
Last name: Chou 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ya-Nan Chou and I live in Glendale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ya-Nan Chou 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Choudhury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathryn Choudhury 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeiran 
Last name: Choupan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Don't build in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Choupan, PhD 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Chourre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martin Chourre 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaman 
Last name: Chow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kaman Chow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Chow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheryl 
Last name: Chow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheryl Chow and I live in North Ridgeville, OH. 
I am writing to strenuously object to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) 
in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect 
some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must 
choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheryl Chow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Yee 
Last name: Chow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Yee Chow and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Yee Chow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Chowanes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edward Chowanes and I live in Shenandoah, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edward Chowanes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Chowdhry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Chowdhry and I live in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
 
The United States and the planet itself can no longer afford to destroy a global resource that protects our 
environment. Do not let these companies destroy another old-growth forest that is of such importance. We can 
figure out the toilet paper problem without this. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Chowdhry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: arefur 
Last name: chowdhury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is arefur chowdhury and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, arefur chowdhury 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nabi 
Last name: Chowdhury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nabi Chowdhury and I live in Middletown, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nabi Chowdhury 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Chowen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carole Chowen and I live in Grand Junction, Colorado. 
 
 
Stop trashing out natural treasures! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carole Chowen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Isabella 
Last name: Choy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dont exempt the Tongass Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mel 
Last name: Choy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mel Choy and I live in Kaneohe, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mel Choy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 1:59:59 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Chris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Mackovjak and I live in Portland, Alaska. I grew up in Gustavus, in SE Alaska, and enjoyed 
hiking and camping in the Tongass as a youngster. The Tongass is unique in its wild abundance and I hope to 
bring my children back there one day so that they can enjoy it as I was able to. I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact recreation 
such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and 
wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will hinder current 
and future generations from enjoying the benefits of a protected Tongass.. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Chris Hessenius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC640 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise in Redoubt Bay, an iconic local subsistence and recreation site. Located just 
twelve miles from the city of Sitka, Redoubt Falls is one of Sitka's most important subsistence fishing spots. We 
dipnet for Redoubt sockeye to stock our freezers and cupboards with the rich red flesh of this all-important fish. 
In recent years, the Forest Service has estimated that Redoubt has provided up to 60% of the total sockeye 
subsistence harvest in the Sitka Management Area. We feed our families out of Tongass watershed like 
Redoubt Bay. 
 
The Forest Service supports our subsistence harvest by maintaining a weir system at Redoubt to monitor and 
count the fish entering the lake. The Forest Service coordinates with the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to 
make management decisions based on the data collected throughout the season, which determines the safe 
allotment limit for our subsistence harvest. Our harvest of salmon depends entirely on the intact ecosystem and 
productivity of Tongass watersheds. Healthy forests support our ability to fulfill our subsistence needs at 
Redoubt, as well as supporting commercial and sport salmon fisheries across the Tongass. 
 
Currently, Redoubt ay is listed as a T77 watershed. T77 watersheds are areas of the Tongass National Forest 
identified as particularly prolific, intact salmon habitat. Much of the 15,000 miles of streams on the Tongass 
support salmon populations, but the T77 watersheds are especially critical to protect. It is important to me that 
the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on high value salmon watersheds like the T77, and throughout the 
Tongass National Forest. Opening up these areas to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will jeopardize our way 
of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I support keeping the 
2001 Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass, and I urge the Secretary to select a no action alternative in the 
Alaska-specific Roadless rulemaking process. Please protect this land for future generations to enjoy in 
perpetuity. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 
We traveled form CT to see the forest! No roads No clearcutting. Don't develop our finest forest. Don't touch 
the Tongass please. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: meg 
Last name: chrisler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is meg chrisler and I live in Lynchburg, Virginia. 
 
Our situation is dire! We cannot put profits ahead of our forests and dwindling natural lands. The earths survival 
depends on our trees, plants and wildlife. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, meg chrisler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: K&K 
Last name: Chrisman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
We support and urge the adoption of Alternative 1. We believe NO logging 
 
should be done in Tongass National Forest. 
 
-- 
 
K. Chrisman 
 
-- 
 
This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
 
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.avast.com%2Fantivirus&amp;data
=02%7C01%7C%7C2e3bcffecfbc4a3ca0e008d754108b1e%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%
7C0%7C637070302344438664&amp;sdata=o1Yb6%2BadwbBq3pxrs2xVSotSqgcsKLFRrkz0%2FGsfTR8%3D
&amp;reserved=0 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erika 
Last name: Christ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
 
 
Our planet is already losing plants and wildlife at an alarming rate. Enabling even more logging and 
development of our nation's forests is contributing to this problem. Please stop. Please leave the Tongass 
National Forest alone. Sometimes you need to stop thinking about dollar signs and focus on what you're doing 
to the planet and the future of our children. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mlou 
Last name: christ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mlou christ and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mlou christ 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: WARREN 
Last name: CHRISTEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carole Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chad Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deb Christensen and I live in Manteno, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deb Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doree 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep tihe federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Doree Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Douglas Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eileen Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eileen Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: freya 
Last name: christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is freya christensen and I live in Falls Church, Virginia. 
 
Leave Bears Ears alone. History is already going to remember this administration as an ass-pack of bumbling 
incompetents - don't give anyone more of a reason to think so than you have already. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, freya christensen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jack Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaerli 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kaerli Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kcarolina 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kcarolina Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lenny 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lenny Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Margaret  via Arizona 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Christensen and I live in Edina, Minnesota. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Christensen and I live in Portland Oregon. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Christensen and I live in Springfld Township, Michigan. 
 
 
We need to preserve our natural treasures for our future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 7:08:22 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Christensen and I live in Tallahassee, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
We are the only beings on this one earth that fouls its own home,  murders for greed and ego. We either all 
win, or we all lose. If you refuse to acknowledge this,  you are the most heinous of the heinous, most cowardly, 
and evil. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 6:16:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Christensen and I live in Tallahassee, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am a lover of Nature,  of life, and I am absolutely enraged by what our genocidal President is doing. He and 
his must be stopped. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: russ 
Last name: christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, russ christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandy Christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steen 
Last name: christensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steen christensen and I live in Mckinleyville, California. 
 
 
No logging. Carbon sink. No roads 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steen christensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Christenson and I live in Talent, Oregon. 
 
 
We all need clean air to breathe, not as a privilege, but a right. Uphold the highest standards. Thank you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Christenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: amy 
Last name: christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, amy christenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Coral 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Coral Christenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Coral 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Coral Christenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Christenson and I live in Osseo, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Christenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Christenson and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
Please ban chlorpyrifos! We're incredibly lucky to be able to afford to buy organic food for our child, but most 
New Yorkers aren't so lucky. Please ensure that every child (and New Yorker) has access to safe food! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle Christenson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Christenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
What is wrong with the executive branch of our government? 
 
 
 
I stand in opposition to building new roads in the Alaskan national forests. Alternative 1, preventing new roads 
in our national forests, is the alternative I support, and none of the others are sensible. 
 
 
 
We do not need new roads or new logging in our national forests. These are national treasures, not resources 
to be exploited by the most venal and destructive of our citizens. These forests are parts of our critical 
infrastructure that are mitigating the effects of climate change. We don't need new sources for toilet paper. 
Don't build these roads. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cale 
Last name: Christi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cale Christi and I live in Chiloquin, Oregon. 
 
 
Respect land. Respect indigenous sovereignty. You cannot eat money. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cale Christi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cristiano 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cristiano Christian and I live in West Hollywood, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cristiano Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Christian and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Secretary Purdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Please Do NOT roll back the Roadless Rule protections, which effectively opens the Tongass National Forest 
to unprecedented logging and development projects. Do not gut It is at risk of permanent destruction which 
even piecemeal destruction would be horrific. . We should not lose the remaining preserved Roadless areas of 
the Tongass Forest. 
 
Logging companies could soon raze this 17 million-acre forest to the ground. Once these forest areas are 
logged of precious trees, these sections of the forest will result in denuded land in as few as 15 years, and then 
we will have lost those irreplaceable trees that took 200 and more years to grow in the Tongass Forest. 
 
In addition, Tongass is one of the world's few remaining relatively intact temperate rainforests and one of the 
planet's best carbon sinks As this 17 million acres of the old-growth trees would be razed for logging, it would 
cause a huge release of carbon stored in the tree stumps and soil that would be released into the atmosphere. 
 
Alaskan Native communities have depended on the Tongass rainforest for millennia. It is essential to their 
culture, traditions and communities, and we cannot let it disappear. 
 
Meanwhile the areas will have lost the ability to shelter/feed/preserve wildlife, prevent erosion, and preserve 
pristine waterways. 
 
I understand that clear cutting of these forests may include up to 50% non-usable wood, so the waste is huge 
and the financial return is minimal!. The non-accessibility also raises the cost The recreational and tourist 
industry employment is growing and actually bringing in more sustainable economic potential than the logging 
for the future. 
 
This is at the expense of our health, climate, the needs of Alaskan Native communities who steward the land, 
and the richness of this area. 
 
Regards, Gayle Christian, Atlanta GA 
 
 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jeff 
Last name: christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jeff christian and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jeff christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Road building & and logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
TWIMC, 
 
Please implement Alternative One for the Tongass National Forest. The alternatives are just a waste of money 
that will wreck pristine land. 
 
We can't replace this land once it's been logged. It's wrong economically, environmentally, &amp; morally to log 
this land. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Christian and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
Our future depends on trees! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Christian and I live in Grand Junction, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Christian and I live in Kerrville, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3819 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Christian 
 
Leesburg, VA 20176 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3819 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Michael Christian 
Leesburg, VA 20176 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Christian and I live in Hillsboro, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Christian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: STEVEN 
Last name: CHRISTIAN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:21:46 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Christian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Christian 
Hillsboro, OR 97123 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Christiansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Christiansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Christiansen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Christiansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Christiansen and I live in Mechanicsville, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Christiansen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Christiansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sue Christiansen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization: Hydaburg Cooperative Association 
Title:  
Comments: 
Hydaburg Cooperative Association Roadless rule Comments 
 
Here are the comments for the Roadless rule from the Hydaburg Cooperative Association 
 
Anthony Christianson 
 
Hydaburg Cooperative Association 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
December 15, 2019 
 
USDA - USFS Regional Office 
 
ATTN: Regional Forester, Dave Schmid 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99801-1807 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Dear Mr. Schmid and Alaska Roadless Rule Team, 
 
The Hydaburg Cooperative Association (HCA) is a federally recognized Tribe on Prince of Wales Island in 
Southeast, Alaska. The Tribal government was formed in 1938 under the Indian Reorganization Act, and 
currently represents 479 Tribally enrolled members. The community of Hydaburg was established in 1911, 
when the United States government consolidated the three Haida villages of Howkan on Long Island, Sukkwan 
on Sukkwan Island, and Klinkwan near Hunter's Bay. The city of Hydaburg became incorporated in 1927. While 
the exact timing of when the Kaigani Haida migrated from Haida Gwaii (formerly Queen Charolette Island) to 
Prince of Wales Island is unknown, it is generally thought to have occurred in the 18th century (Langdon and 
Sanderson, 2009) and most assuredly before President Theodore Roosevelt designated the Tongass National 
Forest in 1907. 
 
On February 5th, 2019, HCA signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the United States Department of 
Agriculture, Forest Service (USDA Forest Service) in accordance with 40 CFR Section 1501.6 and 1508.5, and 
was established as a Cooperating Agency in the preparation of analysis and documentation under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). On February 28, 2019, as a Cooperating Agency, HCA made comments on 
the Preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (PDEIS) (Attachment 
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1). At that time, HCA showed some support for Alternative 3 (prior to the addition of the Community Priority 
Alaska Roadless Area (ARA)), but requested additional protections on specific high priority watersheds 
important to the community that were not included a Watershed Priority in the PDEIS as they were previously 
left out of the TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas and Tongass 77 Watershed protections list. HCA 
expressed that if the protections to their high priority watersheds could not be incorporated into Alternative 3, 
then their support for an Alaska Roadless Rule Alternative would be more conservative. Unfortunately, none of 
the comments in HCA's comment letter (Attachment 1) as a cooperating agency were incorporated or taken 
into consideration in the October 15, 2019 release of the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft EIS (DEIS). 
 
Between the PDEIS and the DEIS, the USDA Forest Service as the lead agency broke their trust with HCA as 
a Cooperating Agency. Suggestions for how to improve the analysis were not taken into consideration and 
community use area maps were not adjusted. Further, the spirit of compromise was abandoned when the U.S. 
Forest Service unilaterally decided to designate the full exemption alternative (Alternative 6) as the Preferred 
Alternative in the DEIS. Therefore, HCA prefers to make these current comments as a federally recognized 
Tribe, a sovereign nation in which the USDA Forest Service has a trust responsibility. 
 
1. Traditional Territory of K'iis Xaadas (Hydaburg Haida) 
 
As defined in Langdon and Sanderson (2009), "K`iis Xaadas traditional territory extends minimally from Cape 
Chacon at the southern end of Prince of Wales Island west to Cape Muzon encompassing all of Dall Island and 
Forrester Island offshore, and passing north through Meares Passage separating Dall Island from Suemez 
Island to the vicinity of Waterfall then following a line to the middle of Prince of Wales Island and south to Cape 
Chacon". Figure 1 (Attachment 2) was extracted from Langdon and Sanderson (2009), which should be the 
territory that the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS uses in both Appendix E pages E-32 to E-34 and Appendix F 
pages F-1 and F-2. Table E-12 of the DEIS should reflect the corrected traditional territory. HCA understands 
that this area may be smaller than the "Community Use Area" currently defined in the DEIS, however the K'iis 
Xaadas traditional territory is more widely recognized and is still the currently recognized traditional use area 
for Hydaburg. 
 
As previously explained in HCA's February 28, 2019 letter, watersheds that have been identified as the most 
important to Hydaburg include the following: Hetta Lake, Eek Lake, Nutkwa Inlet, Keete Inlet, Hunter's Bay, 
Manhattan Lake (on Dall Island) and the whole of Sukkwan Island. These areas 
 
encompass culturally and traditionally important sockeye salmon systems (in addition to other locations), as 
identified by Langdon and Sanderson (2009). In many areas within these watersheds, the 2001 Roadless Rule 
are the only protections that apply. Further, the TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas and Tongass 77 
Watershed lists do not add any additional protections, if the Watershed Priority is applied, as these watersheds 
were not included on those lists. This subject will continue to be of great concern to HCA, until an alternative 
that includes continued protections to these watersheds is developed. A primary example, but not the only 
example, is Sukkwan Island. Sukkwan Island hosts two important sockeye salmon systems, important habitat 
for other salmon species, important hunting and trapping areas, and numerous cultural sites. Landownership 
on the island is predominantly USDA Forest Service Lands. Hydaburg supported the Sealaska Land Bill in 
2014, because it included LUD II designations for 
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Eek Lake and Sukkwan Island. However, much of the west side of the island is NOT designated LUD II and the 
only protections it current has is the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
2. Effects of timber harvest and road building in the K'iis Xaadas traditional territory and subsistence resources 
 



The K'iis Xaadas have an intimate knowledge of the land in which they occupy. The subsistence economy for 
residents of Hydaburg is strong, and the reliance upon fishing, hunting and gathering takes an understanding of 
the available habitat and environment throughout the territory. This traditional knowledge is not incorporated at 
any level in the DEIS. Appendix F is included in the DEIS, and includes a one page (page F-1) description and 
a reproduced copy of the Goldschmidt and Haas (1998) map (page F-2). While traditional territories are 
mentioned once in the DEIS (page 3-219) it is unclear why Sections it could have been acknowledged and 
integrated into were Environmental Justice 
 
There may be short term benefits for improved or increased access to subsistence resources but not without 
the adverse impact from competition of resources. In addition, roads across the landscape have a greater 
probability of impacting undocumented sacred sites and cultural sites. The subsistence analysis in the DEIS is 
inadequate. 
 
The DEIS does an inadequate job of analyzing the effects of roadbuilding on subsistence resources (pages 2-
217 to 2-228). The DEIS states "The analysis of the likely effects of the DEIS alternatives on subsistence 
resources and uses is presented in two parts. Effects on subsistence resources and uses important to each 
rural community are discussed individually by community in Appendix E" (page 3[shy]223). In Appendix E, 
Subsistence is discussed on page E-15 and does not discuss any individual community. Individual Community 
Assessments start on the bottom of page E-15 and do not discuss impacts to subsistence (although there is 
mention of customary and traditional use for the alternatives with a Timber Priority). 
 
Back on page 3-223, the second part of the subsistence analysis "provides a Forest-wide evaluation that 
assesses the three factors related to subsistence uses identified by ANILCA" (page 3-223). The analysis relies 
heavily on the 1997 Forest Plan Revision FEIS, because "The 2016 Forest Plan EIS found that the possibility 
of a significant restriction, resulting from a change in abundance or distribution, would be less than the 
possibility under the 1997 Forest Plan or 2008 Forest Plan for all the alternatives considered..." (page 3-224). 
The rest of the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS analysis for subsistence seems to rely on the 1997 Forest Plan 
Revision FEIS, for "abundance and distribution", "access", "competition" and "cumulative effects". HCA believe 
this does not take into consideration that the data used for the 1997 Forest Plan Revision FEIS was 22 years 
ago. While the analysis for the 1997 Forest Plan came out more conservative than the 2016 Forest Plan, this 
does not mean using any analysis for other Plans is appropriate. For both parts of the subsistence analysis 
sections (Chapter 3 and Appendix E), HCA recommends using current data (for instance Hydaburg's harvest 
data taken and reported by the State of Alaska was updated in 2012). 
 
On November 12, 2019 a public meeting and ANILCA Section 810 subsistence hearing were held in Hydaburg. 
Thirteen residents were in attendance and eight people testified in the Section 810 ANILCA subsistence 
hearing. The primary points of these testimonies included: 
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* Road building creates subsequent issues with stream sedimentation, which is adverse for fish species on 
which residents rely. 
* Stream buffers of 100 feet are inadequate, as the region is subject to windthrow. The 100 foot  
 buffer offers less protection for important fish species. Adequate buffers would be 1/2 mile. 
* With the loss of protections like the Coastal Management Plan, the only protections left for fish come from 
protections by the U.S. Forest Service on fish habitat. 
* Timber harvest reduces intact deer habitat, through stem exclusion stage. 
* The timber industry brings loggers to Prince of Wales that harvest resources (legally and illegally), especially 
deer, and take away these important subsistence resources from residents. 
* Hydaburg residents access all of Prince of Wales and surrounding islands for subsistence, and are therefore 
not just concerned about impacts to these resources around the Hydaburg community use areas. 
* The subsistence economy is not just about food, it includes customary trade and is an economy residents are 
entitled to. 
* Cultural and sacred site locations are known and that knowledge is proprietary and not readily available to the 
public. 
* ANILCA allows for a subsistence priority and should be a higher priority in the EIS than sport fishing and/or 
personal use. This priority should be applied to over 40 species that Hydaburg residents rely on. 



* The U.S. Forest Service is not taking into consideration the full cumulative impacts of timber harvest across 
land owners, including past and current timber harvest on corporation and mental health lands. 
 
A final point is that the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS fails to make an appropriate ANILCA Section 810 Finding. 
In their December 12, 2019 comment letter on the Alaska Roadless Rule, the Southeast Alaska Subsistence 
Regional Advisory Council's (SE RAC) bullet point #9 (pages 12-15) lays out the case where the DEIS does not 
follow the ANILCA Section 810 requirements. HCA wholeheartedly agrees with the argument the SE RAC 
makes. The Region 10 Forest Service Handbook (FSH) provides their Subsistence Management and Uses 
Handbook as FSH 2090.23, and Chapter 10 outlines the process for making an ANILCA Section 810, which 
includes an EVALUATION, a FINDING, NOTICE and HEARINGS, and finally a DETERMINATION. Because 
the FINDING was not made in the DEIS, the subsequent NOTICE and HEARINGS were out of order and 
therefore prevents the USDA Forest Service making a legal Section 810 Determination for Subsistence. 
 
3. Effects on Fish and Fish Habitat 
 
Fish, and in particular salmon, are the most important species to the K'iis Xaadas. The K'iis Xaadas, like many 
coastal indigenous people are salmon people. Salmon provide cultural identity, spirituality, and way of life that 
is still strong in present day. In addition to this long standing cultural connection, in more recent times salmon 
have provided economic value through commercial fisheries and they continue to contribute to cultural and 
traditional use lifestyles and a subsistence economy. Salmon should be discussed in the context of both "Key 
Issue #2 - Support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence 
activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic sectors" and "Key Issue #3 - Conserve terrestrial 
habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity". 
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HCA appreciates the more detailed analysis the DEIS gives for fish, where impacts to fish are determined by 
the indirect effects of the proposed action on fish habitat. Summarizing the alternatives separately within the 
section was useful. However, as fish habitat relates back to the two Key Issues mentioned above is not 
apparent. Further, Table 2-11 includes the comparison of alternatives broken out by the Key Issues, but does 
not summarize or compare how different alternatives impact fish as a function of fish habitat. 
 
Given how important salmon and salmon habitat is to indigenous communities, the analysis would benefit from 
a closer look at where timber harvest could occur with respect to anadromous fish streams. Table 1 was 
provided by The Nature Conservancy and identifies by alternative how many miles of anadromous salmon 
streams are protected from roadbuilding and old growth logging by the Roadless Rule or LUD II status. Under 
Alternative 6, the number of anadromous salmon stream miles that would be exposed to roadbuilding activities 
significantly decreases from the number of miles that are protected under the current 2001 Roadless Rule 
(Alternative 1). 
 
Table 1. Salmon stream protection, by Alternative (showing proportion of total AWC salmon stream miles on 
USDA Forest Service land protected from roadbuilding and old growth logging by Roadless or LUD II status 
(table provided by The Nature Conservancy). 
 
 
The DEIS states "Alternative 1: This alternative would have the lowest potential harvestable acres, the lowest 
number of new and rebuilt roads constructed, and likely the lowest number of new and reconstructed stream 
crossings of any alternative. However, these numbers are not substantially different than the other alternatives" 
(page 3-115). The analysis does not define what a substantial difference would be, and what factors configure 
into the threshold for that analysis. For Alternative 6 the DEIS states "While a potential slight increase in roads 
and potential harvest areas with associated effects to streams could occur, with the current project harvest 
remaining unchanged, harvest and road building in these areas would only occur, with minor exceptions, with 
an associated reduction in roads and harvest in other areas. Thus, there would be similar effects to fish and 
their habitat, though possibly in different areas, as under Alternative 1" (page 3-116). Again, as discussed in 
the above paragraph, the analysis of effects needs to look at where roadbuilding would likely occur in relation 



to suitable timber and how that overlays with anadromous fish streams. The above statement acknowledges 
that Alternative 6 would affect fish and their habitat but stating "though possibly in different areas, as under 
Alternative 1".*Values in this row are exclusively for 870,000 acres of LUD II. 
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The cumulative effects analysis does not include either the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Assessment or 
the Central Tongass Landscape Level Assessment. Further, there is no discussion on the current status of 
inadequate fish passage on the Tongass National Forest. The current estimate is that there are 1,250 
inventoried culvert crossings on anadromous fish streams across the Tongass National Forest. Of those, 187 
are considered red pipes that do not provide adequate passage for anadromous fish. Using an average cost of 
$77,500 for the replacement of these structure (not including potential stream restoration costs outside of the 
road corridor), the USDA Forest Service will need to expend approximately $14.5 million. HCA believes new 
road building has the potential to compound the fish passage issue on Prince of Wales Island when the effects 
of these past actions, potential effects from POW LAA, and potential effects of the preferred alternative of the 
Alaska Roadless Rule are considered cumulatively. 
 
4. Effects on Deer and Deer Habitat 
 
Sitka black-tailed deer are the most important land mammal species for traditional and customary use by 
indigenous peoples of Prince of Wales Island. Typically for an EIS, the USDA Forest Service conducts a 
Biological Evaluation for proposed projects and the effects analysis for Sitka Black-tailed Deer includes 
assessing the stability of deer populations as a function of deer habitat. The removal of lower elevation 
productive old growth (POG) forest habitats is a key factor in determining the effects of an action on the 
species. The Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS primarily uses analyses conducted in the 2016 Forest Plan Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) to determine the effects of an Alaska Roadless Rule on Sitka black-
tailed deer. That analysis relied on the "Interagency Deer Model", which analyzed the "Percent (%) Original 
Habitat Capability Remaining" by biological province in Southeast Alaska (Tables 3.3b-2 and 3.3b-4 in DEIS). 
Table 2-11, on page 2-28, summarizes the comparison between alternatives for deer habitat capability and 
shows that the "No Action" Alternative 1 would be 88% and that all other alternatives would be "Similar to 
Alternative 1". 
 
Table 2 was provided to HCA by The Nature Conservancy, and shows the current suitable high-volume 
productive old growth (POG) in acres for each biogeographic province in the Tongass National Forest, and 
provides a comparison between Alternatives 1-6 of the DEIS. Page 3-95 of the DEIS states "The greatest 
reductions in deer habitat capability have occurred, and will continue to occur, in provinces where timber 
harvest has been concentrated (the North Central Prince of Wales, East Baranof, and Etolin Island 
biogeographical provinces". The K'iis Xaadas traditional territory spans two of the biogeographic provinces 
defined in Southeast Alaska: the North Central Prince of Wales and South Prince of Wales. In Table 2, the 
overall difference between alternatives across all biological provinces is 58,629 acres of suitable high-volume 
POG. While the Alaska Roadless Rule does not identify specific projects, there is definitely a difference 
between alternatives when it comes to available habitat for Sitka black-tailed deer and suitable old growth 
timber available for harvest. Further, the North Central Prince of Wales biological province provides the highest 
number of acres of suitable high-volume POG across all alternatives, and the difference between Alternatives 1 
and 6 is 13,093 acres. The cumulative effects section on page 3-105 states "Cumulative effects to modeled 
deer habitat capability would maintain 78 percent of the original level in 25 years and at 100 years. WAAs with 
the greatest impacts under the alternatives are located in GMU 2 (Prince of Wales and surrounding island) 
where concentrated past timber harvest has occurred". However, the recent Prince of Wales Landscape Level 
Assessment (POW LLA), which allows for harvest of 200 million board feet (MMBF) of old growth timber over 
the next 10 years on Prince of Wales, was not included even though it fits into the relevant analysis timeframe. 
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Table 2. Acres of Suitable High-volume Productive Old Growth by Alternative and Biogeographic Province in 
the Tongass National Forest (table produced by The Nature Conservancy). 
 
 
HCA believes the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS is lacking in proper analysis regarding the potential effects of the 
removal of essential deer habitat in areas where unfragmented habitat still exists. Further, the Preferred 
Alternative (Alternative 6) would be the first step needed in providing for timber harvest on Prince of Wales 
Island that would have significant and adverse impacts and cumulative effects on deer habitat. Table 3 was 
also provided to HCA by The Nature Conservancy, and does a better job of breaking down the differences 
between Alternatives when looking at the available high value deer habitat where logging and roadbuilding may 
occur in biogeographic provinces within developmental LUDs. 
 
Table 3: Amount of deer habitat (as a percentage of the total) that will be in Development LUDs open to logging 
and roadbuilding, by the Biogeographic Provinces most likely to see increased logging and road building (table 
produced by The Nature Conservancy). 
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OTHER GENERAL COMMENTS: 
 
* One key aspect of a DEIS is the statement of the underlying purpose and need. Agencies draft a "Purpose 
and Need" statement to describe what they are trying to achieve by proposing an action. The purpose and 
need statement explains to the reader why an agency action is necessary, and serves as the basis for 
identifying the reasonable alternatives that meet the purpose and need. The agency must analyze the full range 
of direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the preferred alternative, if any, and of the reasonable alternatives 
identified in the draft EIS. As a Cooperating Agency, HCA worked the USDA Forest Service and other 
Cooperating Agencies at the stage of the process between Scoping and the DEIS. As described in Attachment 
1, Alternative 3 was shaping up to be a compromise that some Cooperating Agencies were taken seriously. 
The fact that the alternative included various "Priorities" outlined in the PDEIS such as a Watershed Priority 
and Community Priority, led HCA to believe that the alternative was certainly 
 
reasonable. Alternative 6 was never considered in any of the Cooperating Agency deliberations that HCA took 
part. And HCA believes that Alternative 6 does not meet the purpose and need for "Key Issue #3 - Conserve 
terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity" or "Key Issue #2 - Support local and regional 
socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across 
multiple economic sectors" for reasons given in this current comment letter. HCA believes that the DEIS failed 
to consider the reasonable alternative, and thus fails the intent of the NEPA evaluation. 
 
* A good portion of the NEPA analysis defers to the fact that the DEIS is being developed to analyze the effects 
of rule-making, or a change in the 2001 Roadless Rule and how it applies to the Tongass National Forest. In 
cases where an analysis would benefit from a more localized scale, rather than regional, the DEIS states the 
effects would be analyzed on subsequent site-specific proposals under a new rule. HCA believes this places an 
undue burden on local communities and this should have been addressed in the Environmental Justice (pages 
3-229 to 3[shy]231) and/or under the Cumulative Effects (Appendix B). Currently, communities across the 
Tongass have put in insurmountable testimony in opposition of a change to the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
Communities such as Hydaburg do not have the time and/or resources to review large documents and provide 
meaningful comments; however, a change to the 2001 Roadless Rule has the potential implication for 
increased roadbuilding and timber harvest on Prince of Wales and within the K'iis Xaadas traditional territory. 
HCA engaged in the process, because we believe the implication of a rule change will be adverse to all of 
Prince of Wales. A rule change would subsequently set residents of Hydaburg and Prince of Wales up for 
having to participate in each of the site specific projects that would now be allowable under an Alaska Roadless 
Rule. 
* In Attachment 1, HCA suggested that the scale of analysis was inappropriate, and after reviewing the DEIS 
this statement still holds true. On the subject of old growth timber harvest, it is repeatedly stated that the 



volume of harvest will not change and will be in accordance with the 2016 Forest Plan. While this statement is 
true, it is very misleading because depending on the alternative, the analysis does not do a very good job 
identifying WHERE on the landscape the expected changes to timber harvest and roadbuilding will occur with 
respect to the resources that are important to communities. Mapping this out on a smaller scale (i.e. traditional 
territory, USDA Forest Service Ranger District, Biogeographical Province) would benefit the analysis and 
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truly show the difference between the range of alternatives that were provided and their impacts on key issues 
and resources. 
 
HCA appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the DEIS as a federally recognized Tribe. While HCA 
intends to remain a Cooperating Agency in the next steps of the NEPA process, HCA would also remind the 
Alaska Roadless Rule team that resolution to the comments made here must be done directly back to the 
Tribal government. Therefore, HCA would request continued government-to-government consultation with the 
Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue on the Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
[signature] 
 
Anthony C r, istianson 
 
Attachment 1: Hydaburg Cooperative Association's February 28, 2019 Comment letter on the Alaska 
 
Roadless Rule 
 
Attachment 2: Figure 1 representing Hydaburg's traditional territory 
 
REFERENCES 
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Edited by Thomas F. Thornton. University of Washington Press.Langdon, Stephen J. and Robert Sanderson. 
2009. Customary and Traditional Knowledge of Sockeye Salmon Systems of the K'iis Xaadas (Hydaburg 
Haida). U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office of Subsistence Management, Fisheries Resource Monitoring 
Program, Final Report (Project No. 07-651), Anchorage, Alaska. 
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USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
USDA - USFS Regional Office 
 
ATTN: Regional Forester, Dave Schmid 
 



P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99801-1807 
 
Dear Mr. Schmid, 
 
As a Cooperating Agency of the Alaska Roadless Rule NEPA process, the Hydaburg Cooperative Association 
(HCA) would like to make the comments within this letter on the preliminary draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. We understand that this NEPA process 
 
covers rule-making at a regional scale. While our comments may seem outside that scope, it is because we are 
thinking about the outcomes and/or consequences into the future, that have the 
 
potential to impact our Tribal members, as well as residents on Prince of Wales Island. We feel it is important to 
comment on the local scale, then on U.S. Forest Service District Scale, and finally a regional scale. 
 
HCA is not entirely opposed to having an Alaska Roadless Rule. We recognize the value that additional access 
and opportunities may bring from having exclusions to the Roadless Rule. In reviewing maps that were 
produced in the preliminary draft EIS, we are comfortable starting 
 
 
 
with Alternative 3, however we have a few localized concerns that Alternative 3 would mean on U.S. Forest 
Service lands within the traditional territory of Hydaburg. Because of these localized concerns, Alternative 2 
offers the protections we would want to see within important watersheds around Hydaburg, which would in turn 
be more restrictive at a regional scale for allowing more access and opportunities to the region. Because of 
this, we do not believe the alternatives that were developed were appropriate because they did not look at 
localized impacts from the start. 
 
Comments HCA would like to make on a localized scale include the following: 
 
1. Watersheds that have been identified as the most important to Hydaburg (from traditional knowledge and 
numerous literature) include the following: Hetta Lake, Eek Lake, Nutkwa Inlet, Keete Inlet, Hunter's Bay, 
Manhattan Lake (on Dall Island) and the whole of Sukkwan Island. Alternative 2 would provide continued 
adequate protections for these watersheds. Alternative 3 would create a roadless exemption in developmental 
LUDs that are within all of the watersheds identified as important to Hydaburg. If the exemption were to occur in 
those watersheds, then the HCA would not support Alternative 3, and would want to take the more 
conservative approach by supporting Alternative 1 or 2. 
2. HCA supported the Sealaska Corporation land selections bill, because important areas around Hydaburg 
would still remain under the Roadless Rule. Specifically, Sukkwan Island is within the viewshed and traditional 
territory of Hydaburg, so retaining that land into LUD II and the Roadless Rule was important. Under Alaska 
Roadless Rule Alternatives 3-6, the east side of Sukkwan Island would still be LUD II, however the west side 
would be within developmental LUDs. HCA would prefer that Sukkwan Island as a whole remain protected 
under the 2001 Roadless Rule because it has important cultural sites, fishing sites, and hunting and trapping 
areas. 
3. Hetta Lake and Eek Lake are the two most important sockeye salmon systems to residents of Hydaburg, as 
well as Tribal family members across Prince of Wales and throughout the Region and into Washington. Hetta 
Lake is largely within Sealaska landholding and the community has continually worked to assure watershed 
protections remain in place. U.S. Forest Service lands are on the back side of the watershed, within >35% 
slopes, and any roads built through that area would increase the potential for landslides within the watershed, 
and to important lakeshore sockeye salmon spawning habitat. This area is not within LUD II, the Tongass 77, 
or the TNC/Audubon priority watersheds, and thus the only protections from development it receives is the 
2001 Roadless Rule. HCA would only support Alternative 1 or 2 in this area. Eek Lake is LUD II immediately 
surrounding the watershed at lower elevations, but is within a developmental LUD in the higher elevations of 
the watershed. This palustrine dominated environment would be sensitive to developmental changes, and is 
currently only protected under the 2001 Roadless Rule, so again Alternative 1 or 2 would be the only 
alternatives HCA would support for Eek Lake. 
4. The preliminary draft EIS does not cover the appropriate scale of analysis around individual communities. 
Around Hydaburg, a lot of the land ownership is ANSCA based lands which 



 
 
 
have already been timber harvested. Additional timber harvest would reflect great 
 
cumulative effects than what has been written into the EIS on a regional scale. Further, the State of Alaska 
Community Use Area is not an appropriate boundary for determining impacts in and around Hydaburg, as their 
traditional territory goes beyone what has been identified within the Community Use Area. 
 
Comments HCA would like to make on a Craig/Thorne Bay Ranger District scale include the following: 
 
1. HCA works closely with other federally recognized Tribes on Prince of Wales Island across a variety of land-
based issues. HCA would support any localize concerns that the Organized Village of Kasaan shares as a 
cooperating agency to this NEPA process, as well as any comments that Klawock Cooperative Association and 
Craig Community Association offer throughout the NEPA public commenting process. 
2. HCA would like to assure that the NEPA analysis considers a more in depth evaluation of cultural and sacred 
sites on the Craig/Thorne Bay Ranger District, and how the different alternatives may impacts these areas. 
HCA would not support creating road access in areas of known sacred sites and/or culturally modified trees. 
Further, HCA would support alternatives that provided more conservation for yellow cedar, given the threats to 
this culturally important tree species and the potential cumulative effect the species faces with climate change. 
3. While there may be no impact or connection, HCA is interested in knowing whether or not an Alaska 
Roadless Rule would impact or influence the Tribal Transportation Programs on Prince of Wales Island. Many 
U.S. Forest Service Roads were divided up and included in the road inventories for the four federally 
recognized Tribes on Prince of Wales Island. There is nothing in the analysis that covers this question. Further, 
the U.S. Forest Service meets regularly with the four Tribes to work on road maintenance, including culvert 
removals and/replacements. If additional roads are constructed, how will that be subsequently integrated with 
current Tribal Transportation Programs? 
 
HCA would like to make the following comment on the Tongass National Forest scale: 
 
1. The alternatives were developed on a region wide scale, and therefore in the analyses there are no 
significant differences between alternatives for a particular resource. HCA believes this is a fundamentally 
wrong way to approach the rule-making process for an Alaska Roadless Rule. In order to understand how an 
Alaska Roadless Rule will apply on the ground in the future, the process either needs alternatives developed 
on a smaller scale, or the analyses need to be made at a smaller scale, otherwise there are no real differences 
between alternatives. Our recommendation is to keep the alternatives, and then rework the analyses to 
evaluate the alternatives on a U.S. Forest Service Ranger District scale. We believe there are significant 
differences between alternatives, and that some Ranger Districts will more 
 
 
 
impacts than others depending on where development LUDs and suitable old growth and young growth 
overlap. 
 
Given the short two week turn around for comments on the preliminary draft EIS, and the time it has taken to 
get caught up on the process as a cooperating agency, the HCA would like to note that the comments herein 
are not all inclusive of the concerns HCA has or may have on the Alaska Roadless Rule NEPA process. We 
appreciate the opportunity to put forth some broad based concerns and look forward to our continued work with 
the team in moving through this process. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Anthony Christianson 
 
[Position] 
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Hydaburg Cooperative Association 

 

 

 

 

 

 

December 15, 2019 

USDA - USFS Regional Office 

ATTN:  Regional Forester, Dave Schmid 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK  99801-1807 

 

Alaska Roadless Rule 

USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 

Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK  99802-1628 

 

Dear Mr. Schmid and Alaska Roadless Rule Team, 

The Hydaburg Cooperative Association (HCA) is a federally recognized Tribe on Prince of Wales Island 

in Southeast, Alaska.  The Tribal government was formed in 1938 under the Indian Reorganization Act, 

and currently represents 479 Tribally enrolled members.  The community of Hydaburg was established in 

1911, when the United States government consolidated the three Haida villages of Howkan on Long 

Island, Sukkwan on Sukkwan Island, and Klinkwan near Hunter’s Bay.  The city of Hydaburg became 

incorporated in 1927.  While the exact timing of when the Kaigani Haida migrated from Haida Gwaii 

(formerly Queen Charolette Island) to Prince of Wales Island is unknown, it is generally thought to have 

occurred in the 18
th
 century (Langdon and Sanderson, 2009) and most assuredly before President 

Theodore Roosevelt designated the Tongass National Forest in 1907. 

On February 5th, 2019, HCA signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the United States Department 

of Agriculture, Forest Service (USDA Forest Service) in accordance with 40 CFR Section 1501.6 and 

1508.5, and was established as a Cooperating Agency in the preparation of analysis and documentation 

under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  On February 28, 2019, as a Cooperating Agency, 

HCA made comments on the Preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (PDEIS) (Attachment 
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1).  At that time, HCA showed some support for Alternative 3 (prior to the addition of the Community 

Priority Alaska Roadless Area (ARA)), but requested additional protections on specific high priority 

watersheds important to the community that were not included a Watershed Priority in the PDEIS as they 

were previously left out of the TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas and Tongass 77 Watershed 

protections list.  HCA expressed that if the protections to their high priority watersheds could not be 

incorporated into Alternative 3, then their support for an Alaska Roadless Rule Alternative would be more 

conservative.  Unfortunately, none of the comments in HCA’s comment letter (Attachment 1) as a 

cooperating agency were incorporated or taken into consideration in the October 15, 2019 release of the 

Alaska Roadless Rule Draft EIS (DEIS).  

Between the PDEIS and the DEIS, the USDA Forest Service as the lead agency broke their trust with 

HCA as a Cooperating Agency.  Suggestions for how to improve the analysis were not taken into 

consideration and community use area maps were not adjusted.  Further, the spirit of compromise was 

abandoned when the U.S. Forest Service unilaterally decided to designate the full exemption alternative 

(Alternative 6) as the Preferred Alternative in the DEIS.  Therefore, HCA prefers to make these current 

comments as a federally recognized Tribe, a sovereign nation in which the USDA Forest Service has a 

trust responsibility.   

1. Traditional Territory of K’iis Xaadas (Hydaburg Haida) 

As defined in Langdon and Sanderson (2009), “K`iis Xaadas traditional territory extends minimally from 

Cape Chacon at the southern end of Prince of Wales Island west to Cape Muzon encompassing all of Dall 

Island and Forrester Island offshore, and passing north through Meares Passage separating Dall Island 

from Suemez Island to the vicinity of Waterfall then following a line to the middle of Prince of Wales 

Island and south to Cape Chacon”.   Figure 1 (Attachment 2) was extracted from Langdon and Sanderson 

(2009), which should be the territory that the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS uses in both Appendix E pages 

E-32 to E-34 and Appendix F pages F-1 and F-2.  Table E-12 of the DEIS should reflect the corrected 

traditional territory.  HCA understands that this area may be smaller than the “Community Use Area” 

currently defined in the DEIS, however the K’iis Xaadas traditional territory is more widely recognized 

and is still the currently recognized traditional use area for Hydaburg. 

As previously explained in HCA’s February 28, 2019 letter, watersheds that have been identified as the 

most important to Hydaburg include the following:  Hetta Lake, Eek Lake, Nutkwa Inlet, Keete Inlet, 

Hunter’s Bay, Manhattan Lake (on Dall Island) and the whole of Sukkwan Island.  These areas 

encompass culturally and traditionally important sockeye salmon systems (in addition to other locations), 

as identified by Langdon and Sanderson (2009).  In many areas within these watersheds, the 2001 

Roadless Rule are the only protections that apply.  Further, the TNC/Audubon Conservation Priority 

Areas and Tongass 77 Watershed lists do not add any additional protections, if the Watershed Priority is 

applied, as these watersheds were not included on those lists.  This subject will continue to be of great 

concern to HCA, until an alternative that includes continued protections to these watersheds is developed.  

A primary example, but not the only example, is Sukkwan Island.  Sukkwan Island hosts two important 

sockeye salmon systems, important habitat for other salmon species, important hunting and trapping 

areas, and numerous cultural sites.  Landownership on the island is predominantly USDA Forest Service 

Lands.  Hydaburg supported the Sealaska Land Bill in 2014, because it included LUD II designations for 
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Eek Lake and Sukkwan Island.  However, much of the west side of the island is NOT designated LUD II 

and the only protections it current has is the 2001 Roadless Rule.   

2. Effects of timber harvest and road building in the K’iis Xaadas traditional territory and 

subsistence resources 

The K’iis Xaadas have an intimate knowledge of the land in which they occupy.  The subsistence 

economy for residents of Hydaburg is strong, and the reliance upon fishing, hunting and gathering takes 

an understanding of the available habitat and environment throughout the territory.  This traditional 

knowledge is not incorporated at any level in the DEIS.  Appendix F is included in the DEIS, and 

includes a one page (page F-1) description and a reproduced copy of the Goldschmidt and Haas (1998) 

map (page F-2).  While traditional territories are mentioned once in the DEIS (page 3-219) it is unclear 

why Sections it could have been acknowledged and integrated into were Environmental Justice 

There may be short term benefits for improved or increased access to subsistence resources but not 

without the adverse impact from competition of resources.  In addition, roads across the landscape have a 

greater probability of impacting undocumented sacred sites and cultural sites.  The subsistence analysis in 

the DEIS is inadequate.   

The DEIS does an inadequate job of analyzing the effects of roadbuilding on subsistence resources (pages 

2-217 to 2-228).  The DEIS states “The analysis of the likely effects of the DEIS alternatives on 

subsistence resources and uses is presented in two parts.  Effects on subsistence resources and uses 

important to each rural community are discussed individually by community in Appendix E” (page 3-

223).  In Appendix E, Subsistence is discussed on page E-15 and does not discuss any individual 

community.  Individual Community Assessments start on the bottom of page E-15 and do not discuss 

impacts to subsistence (although there is mention of customary and traditional use for the alternatives 

with a Timber Priority).   

Back on page 3-223, the second part of the subsistence analysis “provides a Forest-wide evaluation that 

assesses the three factors related to subsistence uses identified by ANILCA” (page 3-223).  The analysis 

relies heavily on the 1997 Forest Plan Revision FEIS, because “The 2016 Forest Plan EIS found that the 

possibility of a significant restriction, resulting from a change in abundance or distribution, would be less 

than the possibility under the 1997 Forest Plan or 2008 Forest Plan for all the alternatives 

considered…” (page 3-224).  The rest of the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS analysis for subsistence seems 

to rely on the 1997 Forest Plan Revision FEIS, for “abundance and distribution”, “access”, “competition” 

and “cumulative effects”.  HCA believe this does not take into consideration that the data used for the 

1997 Forest Plan Revision FEIS was 22 years ago.  While the analysis for the 1997 Forest Plan came out 

more conservative than the 2016 Forest Plan, this does not mean using any analysis for other Plans is 

appropriate.  For both parts of the subsistence analysis sections (Chapter 3 and Appendix E), HCA 

recommends using current data (for instance Hydaburg’s harvest data taken and reported by the State of 

Alaska was updated in 2012). 

On November 12, 2019 a public meeting and ANILCA Section 810 subsistence hearing were held in 

Hydaburg.  Thirteen residents were in attendance and eight people testified in the Section 810 ANILCA 

subsistence hearing.   The primary points of these testimonies included:   
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 Road building creates subsequent issues with stream sedimentation, which is adverse for fish 

species on which residents rely. 

 Stream buffers of 100 feet are inadequate, as the region is subject to windthrow.  The 100 foot 

buffer offers less protection for important fish species.  Adequate buffers would be ½ mile. 

 With the loss of protections like the Coastal Management Plan, the only protections left for fish 

come from protections by the U.S. Forest Service on fish habitat. 

 Timber harvest reduces intact deer habitat, through stem exclusion stage.   

 The timber industry brings loggers to Prince of Wales that harvest resources (legally and 

illegally), especially deer, and take away these important subsistence resources from residents. 

 Hydaburg residents access all of Prince of Wales and surrounding islands for subsistence, and are 

therefore not just concerned about impacts to these resources around the Hydaburg community 

use areas. 

 The subsistence economy is not just about food, it includes customary trade and is an economy 

residents are entitled to. 

 Cultural and sacred site locations are known and that knowledge is proprietary and not readily 

available to the public. 

 ANILCA allows for a subsistence priority and should be a higher priority in the EIS than sport 

fishing and/or personal use.  This priority should be applied to over 40 species that Hydaburg 

residents rely on. 

 The U.S. Forest Service is not taking into consideration the full cumulative impacts of timber 

harvest across land owners, including past and current timber harvest on corporation and mental 

health lands. 

A final point is that the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS fails to make an appropriate ANILCA Section 810 

Finding.  In their December 12, 2019 comment letter on the Alaska Roadless Rule, the Southeast Alaska 

Subsistence Regional Advisory Council’s (SE RAC) bullet point #9 (pages 12-15) lays out the case where 

the DEIS does not follow the ANILCA Section 810 requirements.  HCA wholeheartedly agrees with the 

argument the SE RAC makes.  The Region 10 Forest Service Handbook (FSH) provides their Subsistence 

Management and Uses Handbook as FSH 2090.23, and Chapter 10 outlines the process for making an 

ANILCA Section 810, which includes an EVALUATION, a FINDING, NOTICE and HEARINGS, and 

finally a DETERMINATION.  Because the FINDING was not made in the DEIS, the subsequent 

NOTICE and HEARINGS were out of order and therefore prevents the USDA Forest Service making a 

legal Section 810 Determination for Subsistence. 

3. Effects on Fish and Fish Habitat 

Fish, and in particular salmon, are the most important species to the K’iis Xaadas.  The K’iis Xaadas, like 

many coastal indigenous people are salmon people.  Salmon provide cultural identity, spirituality, and 

way of life that is still strong in present day.  In addition to this long standing cultural connection, in more 

recent times salmon have provided economic value through commercial fisheries and they continue to 

contribute to cultural and traditional use lifestyles and a subsistence economy.  Salmon should be 

discussed in the context of both “Key Issue #2 – Support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, 

Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic 

sectors” and “Key Issue #3 – Conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity”.   
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HCA appreciates the more detailed analysis the DEIS gives for fish, where impacts to fish are determined 

by the indirect effects of the proposed action on fish habitat.  Summarizing the alternatives separately 

within the section was useful.  However, as fish habitat relates back to the two Key Issues mentioned 

above is not apparent.  Further, Table 2-11 includes the comparison of alternatives broken out by the Key 

Issues, but does not summarize or compare how different alternatives impact fish as a function of fish 

habitat. 

Given how important salmon and salmon habitat is to indigenous communities, the analysis would benefit 

from a closer look at where timber harvest could occur with respect to anadromous fish streams.  Table 1 

was provided by The Nature Conservancy and identifies by alternative how many miles of anadromous 

salmon streams are protected from roadbuilding and old growth logging by the Roadless Rule or LUD II 

status.  Under Alternative 6, the number of anadromous salmon stream miles that would be exposed to 

roadbuilding activities significantly decreases from the number of miles that are protected under the 

current 2001 Roadless Rule (Alternative 1).     

Table 1.  Salmon stream protection, by Alternative (showing proportion of 

total AWC salmon stream miles on USDA Forest Service land protected 

from roadbuilding and old growth logging by Roadless or LUD II status 

(table provided by The Nature Conservancy). 

  

Salmon stream miles 

protected as roadless 

(% of total land on 

USDA Forest Service) 

Alternative 1 2,561 mi. (49%) 

Alternative 2 2,540 mi. (48%) 

Alternative 3 2,410 mi. (46%) 

Alternative 4 2,255 mi. (43%) 

Alternative 5 1,915 mi. (37%) 

Alternative 6*    590 mi. (11%) 
*Values in this row are exclusively for 870,000 acres of LUD II. 

The DEIS states “Alternative 1: This alternative would have the lowest potential harvestable acres, the 

lowest number of new and rebuilt roads constructed, and likely the lowest number of new and 

reconstructed stream crossings of any alternative.  However, these numbers are not substantially different 

than the other alternatives” (page 3-115).  The analysis does not define what a substantial difference 

would be, and what factors configure into the threshold for that analysis.  For Alternative 6 the DEIS 

states “While a potential slight increase in roads and potential harvest areas with associated effects to 

streams could occur, with the current project harvest remaining unchanged, harvest and road building in 

these areas would only occur, with minor exceptions, with an associated reduction in roads and harvest 

in other areas.  Thus, there would be similar effects to fish and their habitat, though possibly in different 

areas, as under Alternative 1” (page 3-116).  Again, as discussed in the above paragraph, the analysis of 

effects needs to look at where roadbuilding would likely occur in relation to suitable timber and how that 

overlays with anadromous fish streams.  The above statement acknowledges that Alternative 6 would 

affect fish and their habitat but stating “though possibly in different areas, as under Alternative 1”.   
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The cumulative effects analysis does not include either the Prince of Wales Landscape Level Assessment 

or the Central Tongass Landscape Level Assessment.  Further, there is no discussion on the current status 

of inadequate fish passage on the Tongass National Forest.  The current estimate is that there are 1,250 

inventoried culvert crossings on anadromous fish streams across the Tongass National Forest.  Of those, 

187 are considered red pipes that do not provide adequate passage for anadromous fish.  Using an average 

cost of $77,500 for the replacement of these structure (not including potential stream restoration costs 

outside of the road corridor), the USDA Forest Service will need to expend approximately $14.5 million.  

HCA believes new road building has the potential to compound the fish passage issue on Prince of Wales 

Island when the effects of these past actions, potential effects from POW LAA, and potential effects of 

the preferred alternative of the Alaska Roadless Rule are considered cumulatively. 

4. Effects on Deer and Deer Habitat 

Sitka black-tailed deer are the most important land mammal species for traditional and customary use by 

indigenous peoples of Prince of Wales Island.  Typically for an EIS, the USDA Forest Service conducts a 

Biological Evaluation for proposed projects and the effects analysis for Sitka Black-tailed Deer includes 

assessing the stability of deer populations as a function of deer habitat.  The removal of lower elevation 

productive old growth (POG) forest habitats is a key factor in determining the effects of an action on the 

species.  The Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS primarily uses analyses conducted in the 2016 Forest Plan Final 

Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) to determine the effects of an Alaska Roadless Rule on Sitka 

black-tailed deer.  That analysis relied on the “Interagency Deer Model”, which analyzed the “Percent 

(%) Original Habitat Capability Remaining” by biological province in Southeast Alaska (Tables 3.3b-2 

and 3.3b-4 in DEIS).  Table 2-11, on page 2-28, summarizes the comparison between alternatives for deer 

habitat capability and shows that the “No Action” Alternative 1 would be 88% and that all other 

alternatives would be “Similar to Alternative 1”. 

Table 2 was provided to HCA by The Nature Conservancy, and shows the current suitable high-volume 

productive old growth (POG) in acres for each biogeographic province in the Tongass National Forest, 

and provides a comparison between Alternatives 1-6 of the DEIS.  Page 3-95 of the DEIS states “The 

greatest reductions in deer habitat capability have occurred, and will continue to occur, in provinces 

where timber harvest has been concentrated (the North Central Prince of Wales, East Baranof, and 

Etolin Island biogeographical provinces”.  The K’iis Xaadas traditional territory spans two of the 

biogeographic provinces defined in Southeast Alaska:  the North Central Prince of Wales and South 

Prince of Wales.  In Table 2, the overall difference between alternatives across all biological provinces is 

58,629 acres of suitable high-volume POG.  While the Alaska Roadless Rule does not identify specific 

projects, there is definitely a difference between alternatives when it comes to available habitat for Sitka 

black-tailed deer and suitable old growth timber available for harvest.  Further, the North Central Prince 

of Wales biological province provides the highest number of acres of suitable high-volume POG across 

all alternatives, and the difference between Alternatives 1 and 6 is 13,093 acres.  The cumulative effects 

section on page 3-105 states “Cumulative effects to modeled deer habitat capability would maintain 78 

percent of the original level in 25 years and at 100 years. WAAs with the greatest impacts under the 

alternatives are located in GMU 2 (Prince of Wales and surrounding island) where concentrated past 

timber harvest has occurred”.  However, the recent Prince of Wales Landscape Level Assessment (POW 

LLA), which allows for harvest of 200 million board feet (MMBF) of old growth timber over the next 10 

years on Prince of Wales, was not included even though it fits into the relevant analysis timeframe.     
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Table 2.  Acres of Suitable High-volume Productive Old Growth by Alternative and Biogeographic 

Province in the Tongass National Forest (table produced by The Nature Conservancy). 

 Suitable High-Volume Productive Old Growth (acres) 

Biogeographic Province 

Currently 

Suitable 

(Alt 1) 

Alt 2 Alt 3 Alt 4 Alt 5 Alt 6 

E. Baranof Island 1,253 1,274 1,274 3,216 3,216 3,216 

E. Chichagof Island 12,184 12,389 14,942 20,354 20,966 20,966 

Etolin Zarembo Island  8,589 9,085 11,611 13,329 13,882 13,882 

Kuiu Island 10,100 10,112 11,406 12,602 12,602 12,602 

Kupreanof / Mitkof Islands 10,991 13,748 16,345 18,673 18,954 18,954 

Lynn Canal / Mainland 2,507 2,677 2,677 5,155 5,525 5,525 

North Central Prince of Wales  28,869 30,994 37,037 40,995 41,962 41,962 

Outside Islands 3,196 3,318 3,318 3,985 3,985 3,985 

Revilla Island / Cleveland Peninsula 13,737 15,279 20,764 24,249 24,787 24,787 

South Prince of Wales Island 2,120 2,136 2,181 2,610 2,610 2,610 

Stikine River / Mainland 1,368 1,368 2,506 4,367 4,394 4,394 

Taku River / Mainland 36 36 36 37 37 37 

W. Baranof Island 618 618 618 1,277 1,277 1,277 

Yakutat Forelands 50 50 50 50 50 50 

Total 95,623 103,091 124,772 150,904 154,254 154,254 

  

HCA believes the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS is lacking in proper analysis regarding the potential effects 

of the removal of essential deer habitat in areas where unfragmented habitat still exists.  Further, the 

Preferred Alternative (Alternative 6) would be the first step needed in providing for timber harvest on 

Prince of Wales Island that would have significant and adverse impacts and cumulative effects on deer 

habitat.  Table 3 was also provided to HCA by The Nature Conservancy, and does a better job of breaking 

down the differences between Alternatives when looking at the available high value deer habitat where 

logging and roadbuilding may occur in biogeographic provinces within developmental LUDs.  

Table 3: Amount of deer habitat (as a percentage of the total) that will be in Development LUDs 

open to logging and roadbuilding, by the Biogeographic Provinces most likely to see increased 

logging and road building (table produced by The Nature Conservancy). 

 

High value Deer habitat where logging and roadbuilding may occur (% 

of total high value habitat on USFS land in that Biogeographic 

Province) 

Biogeographic Province 

Current 

Development 

LUDs (Alt 1) 

Alt 2 Alt 3 Alt 4 Alt 5 Alt 6 

Etolin Zarembo Island Complex 24% 27% 26% 37% 48% 48% 

Kupreanof / Mitkof Islands 15% 19% 19% 30% 50% 50% 

North Prince of Wales Complex 26% 27% 27% 34% 43% 43% 

Revilla Island / Cleveland 

Peninsula 
11% 12% 16% 18% 31% 31% 
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OTHER GENERAL COMMENTS: 

 One key aspect of a DEIS is the statement of the underlying purpose and need.  Agencies draft a 

“Purpose and Need” statement to describe what they are trying to achieve by proposing an action. 

The purpose and need statement explains to the reader why an agency action is necessary, and 

serves as the basis for identifying the reasonable alternatives that meet the purpose and need.  The 

agency must analyze the full range of direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the preferred 

alternative, if any, and of the reasonable alternatives identified in the draft EIS.  As a Cooperating 

Agency, HCA worked the USDA Forest Service and other Cooperating Agencies at the stage of 

the process between Scoping and the DEIS.  As described in Attachment 1, Alternative 3 was 

shaping up to be a compromise that some Cooperating Agencies were taken seriously.  The fact 

that the alternative included various “Priorities” outlined in the PDEIS such as a Watershed 

Priority and Community Priority, led HCA to believe that the alternative was certainly 

reasonable.  Alternative 6 was never considered in any of the Cooperating Agency deliberations 

that HCA took part.  And HCA believes that Alternative 6 does not meet the purpose and need for 

“Key Issue #3 – Conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity” or “Key 

Issue #2 – Support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural 

subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic sectors” for reasons 

given in this current comment letter.  HCA believes that the DEIS failed to consider the 

reasonable alternative, and thus fails the intent of the NEPA evaluation. 

 A good portion of the NEPA analysis defers to the fact that the DEIS is being developed to 

analyze the effects of rule-making, or a change in the 2001 Roadless Rule and how it applies to 

the Tongass National Forest.  In cases where an analysis would benefit from a more localized 

scale, rather than regional, the DEIS states the effects would be analyzed on subsequent site-

specific proposals under a new rule.  HCA believes this places an undue burden on local 

communities and this should have been addressed in the Environmental Justice (pages 3-229 to 3-

231) and/or under the Cumulative Effects (Appendix B).  Currently, communities across the 

Tongass have put in insurmountable testimony in opposition of a change to the 2001 Roadless 

Rule.  Communities such as Hydaburg do not have the time and/or resources to review large 

documents and provide meaningful comments; however, a change to the 2001 Roadless Rule has 

the potential implication for increased roadbuilding and timber harvest on Prince of Wales and 

within the K’iis Xaadas traditional territory.  HCA engaged in the process, because we believe the 

implication of a rule change will be adverse to all of Prince of Wales.  A rule change would 

subsequently set residents of Hydaburg and Prince of Wales up for having to participate in each 

of the site specific projects that would now be allowable under an Alaska Roadless Rule.   

 In Attachment 1, HCA suggested that the scale of analysis was inappropriate, and after reviewing 

the DEIS this statement still holds true.  On the subject of old growth timber harvest, it is 

repeatedly stated that the volume of harvest will not change and will be in accordance with the 

2016 Forest Plan.  While this statement is true, it is very misleading because depending on the 

alternative, the analysis does not do a very good job identifying WHERE on the landscape the 

expected changes to timber harvest and roadbuilding will occur with respect to the resources that 

are important to communities.  Mapping this out on a smaller scale (i.e. traditional territory, 

USDA Forest Service Ranger District, Biogeographical Province) would benefit the analysis and 



truly show the difference between the range ofalternatives that were provided and their impacts

on key issues and resources.

HCA appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the DEIS as a federally recognized Tribe.

While HCA intends to remain a Cooperating Agency in the next steps of the NEPA process, HCA would

also remind the Alaska Roadless Rule team that resolution to the comments made here must be done

directly back to the Tribal government. Therefore, HCA would request continued govemment-to-
govemment consultation with the Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue on the Alaska Roadless Rule.

Respectfully,

Attachment l: Hydaburg Cooperative Association's February 28,2019 Comment letter on the Alaska
Roadless Rule

Attachment 2: Figure I representing Hydaburg's traditional territory
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Hydaburg Cooperative Association

P.O. Box 349
Hydaburg, Alaska 99922

(907)28s-3666
(907)28s-3s41

February 28,2019

Alaska Roadless Rule
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff
P.O. Box 21628
Juneau, AK 99802-1628

USDA - USFS Regional Office
ATTN: Regional Forester, Dave Schmid
P.O. Box 21628
Juneau, AK 99801- 1807

Dear Mr. Schmid,

As a Cooperating Agency of the Alaska Roadless Rule NEPA process, the Hydaburg
Cooperative Association (HCA) would like to make the comments within this letter on the
preliminary draft Environmental Impact Statement. We understand that this NEPA process

covers rule-making at a regional scale. While our comments may seem outside that scope, it is
because we are thinking about the outcomes and/or consequences into the future, that have the
potential to impact orn Tribal members, as well as residents on Prince of Wales Isiand. We feel
it is important to comment on the local scale, then on U.S. Forest Service District Scale, and

finally a regional scale.

HCA is not entirely opposed to having an Alaska Roadless Ru1e. We recognDe the value that
additional access and opportunities may bring from having exclusions to the Roadless Rule. In
reviewing maps that were produced in the preliminary draft EIS, we are comfortable starting
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with Alternative 3, however we have a few localized concems that Altemative 3 would mean on

U.S. Forest Service lands within the traditional tenitory of Hydaburg. Because ofthese localized

concerns, Altemative 2 offers the protections we would want to see within important watersheds

around Hydaburg, which would in turn be more restrictive at a regional scale for allowing more

access and opportunities to the region. Because of this, we do not believe the altematives that

were developed were appropriate because they did not look at localized impacts from the start.

Comments HCA would like to make on a localized scale include the following:

1. Watersheds that have been identified as the most important to Hydaburg (from traditional

knowledge and numerous literature) include the following: Hetta Lake, Eek Lake, Nutkwa
Inlet, Keete Inlet, Hunter's Bay, Manhattan Lake (on Dall Island) and the whole of Sukkwan

Island. Altemative 2 would provide continued adequate protections for these watersheds.

Altemative 3 would create a roadless exemption in developmental LUDs that are within all

of the watersheds identified as important to Hydaburg. If the exemption were to occur in

those watersheds, then the HCA would not support Altemative 3, and would want to take the

more conservative approach by supporting Altemative I or 2.

2. HCA supported the Sealaska Corporation land selections bill, because important areas around

Hydaburg would still remain under the Roadless Rule. Specifically, Sukkwan Island is

within the viewshed and traditional territory of Hydaburg, so retaining that land into LUD II
and the Roadless Rule was important. Under Alaska Roadless Rule Altematives 3-6, the east

side of Sukloryan Island would still be LUD II, however the west side would be within
developmental LUDs. HCA would prefer that Sukkwan Island as a whole remain protected

under the 2001 Roadless Rule because it has important cultural sites, fishing sites, and

hunting and trapping areas.

3. Hetta Lake and Eek Lake are the two most important sockeye salmon systems to residents of
Hydaburg, as well as Tribal family members across Prince of Wales and throughout the

Region and into Washington. Hetta Lake is largely within Sealaska landholding and the

community has continually worked to assure watershed protections remain in place. U.S.

Forest Service lands are on the back side of the watershed, within >35% slopes, and any

roads built t.luough that area would increase the potential for landslides within the watershed,

and to important lakeshore sockeye salmon spawning habitat. This area is not within LIID
II, the Tongass 77, or the TNC/Audubon priority watersheds, and t}rus the only protections

from development it receives is the 2001 Roadless Rule. HCA would only support

Altemative I or 2 in this area. Eek Lake is LUD II immediately surrounding the watershed at

lower elevations, but is within a developmental LUD in the higher elevations of the

watenhed, This palustrine dominated environment would be sensitive to developmental

changes, and is currently only protected under the 2001 Roadless Rule, so again Altemative I
or 2 would be the only altematives HCA would support for Eek Lake.

4. The preliminary draft EIS does not cover the appropriate scale of analysis around individual

communities. Around Hydaburg, a lot of the land ownership is ANSCA based lands which



have already been timber harvested. Additional timber harvest would reflect great

cumulative effects than what has been written into the EIS on a regional scale. Further, the

State of Alaska Commrxrity Use Area is not an appropriate boundary for determining impacts

in and around Hydaburg, as their traditional territory goes beyone what has been identified

within the Community Use Area.

Comments HCA would like to make on a Craig/Thome Bay Ranger District scale include the
foliowing:

1. HCA works closely with other federally recognized Tribes on Prince of Wa.les Island across a

variety of land-based issues. HCA would support any localize concerns that the Organized

Village of Kasaan shares as a cooperating agency to this NEPA process, as well as any

comments that Klawock Cooperative Association and Craig Community Association offer
throughout the NEPA public commenting process.

2. HCA would like to assure that the NEPA analysis considers a more in depth evaluation of
cultural and sacred sites on the Craig/Thome Bay Ranger District, and how the different
altematives may impacts these areas. HCA would not support creating road access in areas

of known sacred sites and/or culturally modified trees. Further, HCA would support

altematives that provided more conservation for yellow cedar, given the tlreats to this

culturally important tree species and the potential cumulative effect the species faces with
climate change.

3. While there may be no impact or connection, HCA is interested in knowing whether or not
an Alaska Roadless Rule would impact or influence the Tribal Tramportation Programs on

Prince of Wales Island. Many U.S. Forest Service Roads were divided up and included in
the road inventories for the four federally recognized Tribes on Prince of Wales Island.

There is nothing in the analysis that covers this question. Further, the U.S. Forest Service

meets regularly with the four Tribes to work on road maintenance, including culvert
removals and/replacements. If additional roads are constructed, how will that be

subsequently integrated with cunent Tribal Transportation Programs?

HCA would like to make the following comment on the Tongass National Forest scale:

L The altematives were developed on a region wide scale, and therrfore in the analyses there

are no significant differences between altematives for a particular resource. HCA believes

this is a fundamentaily wrong way to approach the rule-making process for an Alaska
Roadless Rule. In order to understand how an Alaska Roadless Rule will apply on the

ground in the future, the process either needs alternatives developed on a smaller scale, or the

analyses need to be made at a smaller scale, otherwise there are no real differences between

altematives. Our recommendation is to keep the altematives, and then rework the analyses to

evaluate the altematives on a U.S. Forest Service Ranger District scale. We believe there are

significant differences between altematives, and that some Ranger Districts will more



impacts than others depending on where development LUDs and suitable old growth and

young growth overlap.

Given the short two week tum around for comments on the preliminary draft EIS, and the time it
has taken to get caught up on the process as a cooperaling agency, the HCA would like to note

that the comments herein are not all inclusive of the concems HCA has or may have on the

Alaska Roadless Rule NEPA process. We appreciate the opportunity to put forth some broad

based concems and look forward to our continued work with the team in moving through this

process.

Sincerely,L-iln-a,^fu
Anthony Christianson



 
 

Attachment 2 

 

Figure 1.  K'iis Xaadas traditional territory and villages, Hydaburg, Alaska 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Christianson and I live in Fargo, North Dakota. 
 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
 
We have known better than this for more than a hundred years. Only greed could lead us to be clear-cutting. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Chris Christianson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 8:16:54 PM 
First name: Kersten 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kersten Christianson and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Southeast Alaska in 1979.  I value the 
forest for its wildness and its resources. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find 
in nature, the conservation of resources for future generations  the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, foraging for wild foods. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The people have 
spoken.  And repeated themselves.  Honor this.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure devote resources to 
support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kurt 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Christianson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Christianson and I live in Medford, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Christianson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Christina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To whomever this may concern: 
 
I am writing to provide public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Alternatives to a 
Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
I am deeply opposed to any changes to the Roadless Rule, and believe protecting this National and World 
treasure is a critical component to the survival of our planet and the fight against global warming.I am deeply 
troubled that consideration is even being given to allowing the trees in this forest to be logged as these trees 
are a natural carbon sink and an important offset to the increasing carbon causing global warming and the 
increasing natural disasters and extreme weather events nationally and around the world. 
 
I strongly support only &quot;Alternative 1&quot; which takes no action and leaves all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless rule, including the Tongass National Forest. 
 
With deep concern, 
 
Christina 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 8:25:43 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Christina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Dear friends: 
It is imperative that the current roadless rule protections be kept in place for the Tongass National Forest! 
As I understand it that means selecting Alternative #1--the NO-ACTION alternative for the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
 
We have lost almost all of our salmon runs in CA, a tremendous economic loss!  But also a loss to the health of 
people (who benefit from eating WILD salmon) and a loss to the health of the forests who depend on the 
minerals that salmon bring high into the watershed and deposit when they spawn and die.  
Everything must be done to protect wild salmon in the rest of the United States. The Tongass forest has 
healthy rivers that support a vibrant salmon population, which in turn supports Native Peoples who have 
safeguarded and stewarded those lands for eons. (The Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian groups) 
 
 
Allowing roadbuilding and timber harvesting on the 9 million acres of the Tongas in question would severely 
impact the rivers--the amount of water flowing (which in a healthy forest is released slowly over time, as from a 
sponge, not as direct run-off), the temperature of the water, and the clarity of the water. Silt washed off clearcut 
bare soil creates a river bed not supportive of salmon.  
 
 
As a taxpayer I repudiate the intent to open up these magnificent old growth forests to logging and other 
&quot;development&quot;. Roadbuilding and logging COSTS us taxpayers and destroys ecosystems--We the 
People and Nature pay the price and private timber companies make off with the profits.  That is a bad deal for 
everyone except the profiteers. Why has the Forest Service consistently subsidized private profit by allowing 
timber sales that do not even benefit the public coffers? And ravage the land and contribute to CLIMATE 
CHAOS. 
This is corporate socialism--handouts from public lands to the few.  
 
 
These forests are a public commons, and essential to the well being of the tribes that inhabit those areas. 
Haven't our forefathers persecuted Native Tribes enough? Time now to support them in maintaining  their 
cultures and homelands and in modeling for us how to live in harmony with Nature for the long term. 
 
 
WE the people  must not allow our national forests to be TRASHED! Logging roads create erosion, completely 
disrupt eco systems, and create great ugliness--as does clearcut logging. It is a violation of God's creation. 
 
 
WE NOW KNOW THAT FORESTS GENERATE RAIN VIA THE BACTERIA AND TINY PARTICLES THAT 
THEY RELEASE THAT FORM RAIN NUCLEI. IF THESE VAST AREAS ARE LOGGED IT WILL IMPACT 
LOCAL RAINFALL.  
 
 
FORESTS AND PLANTS IN GENERAL MAINTAIN A HABITABLE CLIMATE FOR WE MAMMALS VIA THEIR 
TRANSPIRATION--the thermodynamics of the phase change of water from liquid inside the tree/plant to water 
vapor in the atmosphere ties up vast amounts of solar energy (heat), keeping the surface of the earth cool 
enough for we humans to survive. We see where deserts have been creating by human mismanagement that 
temperatures are soaring to levels that humans cannot endure. We hear reports of 125 - 130 degrees F! 
 
 



WE NEED TO PROTECT FORESTS EVERYWHERE NOW FOR THEIR CLIMATE WORK: SEQUESTERING 
CARBON; INFILTRATING WATER INTO THE SOIL TO FEED SPRINGS, CREEKS, RIVERS; GENERATING 
RAIN-- 
but most importantly MAINTAINING TEMPERATURES THAT WE CAN SURVIVE IN. (OH, AND HARBORING 
BIO-DIVERSITY TOO) 
THESE ARE ECO-SYSTEMS SERVICES VASTLY MORE PRECIOUS THAN ANY LUMBER THAT COULD 
BE EXTRACTED!!!! 
 
 
The ROADLESS RULE should be kept in place for all the 58 million acres of national forest lands, not just the 
Tongass. A 2019 poll found that 3/4 of the general public support the roadless rule. We the people want to 
protect our wild places, for the well being of our own souls. 
 25% of jobs in Southeast Alaska are related to tourism and fishing... which means dependent on maintaining a 
healthy forest and diverse ecosystem. Who would want to go on vacation to a clearcut to gaze upon former 
beauty that has been completely ravaged and decimated? 
 
 
PLEASE SELECT ALTERNATIVE #1 --NO ACTION TO CHANGE THE ROADLESS RULE. 
 
 
thank you 
Christina Bertea 
singingwater@jps.net 
 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Walden 
Last name: Christine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Walden Christine 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:44:59 PM 
First name: YVONNE 
Last name: CHRISTISON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
YVONNE CHRISTISON 
Stevens Point, WI 54481 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Christman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Christman and I live in Athens, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Christman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Christmann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Christmann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Christo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Christo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Christoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Christoff and I live in White Plains, New York. 
 
 
Chemicals harm. Please do the right thing and remove chemicals from our environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Christoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann-Marie 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann-Marie Christopher and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann-Marie Christopher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Christopher and I live in Hoffman Estates, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Christopher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC630 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise in Redoubt Bay, an iconic local subsistence and recreation site. Located just 
twelve miles from the city of Sitka, Redoubt Falls is one of Sitka's most important subsistence fishing spots. We 
dipnet for Redoubt sockeye to stock our freezers and cupboards with the rich red flesh of this all-important fish. 
In recent years, the Forest Service has estimated that Redoubt has provided up to 60% of the total sockeye 
subsistence harvest in the Sitka Management Area. We feed our families out of Tongass watershed like 
Redoubt Bay. 
 
The Forest Service supports our subsistence harvest by maintaining a weir system at Redoubt to monitor and 
count the fish entering the lake. The Forest Service coordinates with the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to 
make management decisions based on the data collected throughout the season, which determines the safe 
allotment limit for our subsistence harvest. Our harvest of salmon depends entirely on the intact ecosystem and 
productivity of Tongass watersheds. Healthy forests support our ability to fulfill our subsistence needs at 
Redoubt, as well as supporting commercial and sport salmon fisheries across the Tongass. 
 
Currently, Redoubt ay is listed as a T77 watershed. T77 watersheds are areas of the Tongass National Forest 
identified as particularly prolific, intact salmon habitat. Much of the 15,000 miles of streams on the Tongass 
support salmon populations, but the T77 watersheds are especially critical to protect. It is important to me that 
the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on high value salmon watersheds like the T77, and throughout the 
Tongass National Forest. Opening up these areas to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will jeopardize our way 
of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I support keeping the 
2001 Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass, and I urge the Secretary to select a no action alternative in the 
Alaska-specific Roadless rulemaking process. Please protect this land for future generations to enjoy in 
perpetuity. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 
Please [illegible] current legislation that help support local families and South Eastern fishing industries, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Christopher and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Christopher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Christopher and I live in Paw Paw, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Christopher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: K 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Reaching out to you to voice my support of the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
Keeping the present Roadless Rule protections in place has been working, and i see zero reason why they 
should be weakened in favor of ...corporate profit margins. 
 
The &quot;value&quot; of the Tongass National Forest is the untamed wild nature, the clean water, and clean 
air, which support a multitude of Wild Life. 
 
Wild places are not just &quot;Land waiting to be mined&quot;. They are actively being used by the thousands 
of wildlife thriving in its span. 
 
I call upon your office to please keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
Keep The Roadless Rules. 
 
Keep Alaska Wild. 
 
Thank you for your time &amp; consideration in this matter. 
 
K Christopher 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nico 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the largest National Forest in the United States, Tongass 
National Forest in South East Alaska, and it is endanger to the logging industry. The Tongass National Forest 
is 17 million acres thick, with hemlock, spruce trees, and cottonwoods harboring 800 years of old growth trees, 
8% of our earths carbon is stored in the Tongass. Along with some of the most ancient trees in America, the 
Haida, Tlingit, and Tsimshian Tribes have called the Tongass home since time immemorial. Trees have had a 
long history of being economically important to Alaska, but they are key players in sucking carbon dioxide out 
of our atmosphere and storing it in their tissues, balancing our environments systems. By removing the 
Tongass from the Roadless Rule, we would be displacing thousands of people, ecosystems, and contributing 
to the decline of our environments health instantly. We cannot drain our resources and believe we have the 
power to reverse the damage we cause. The Tongass, the lungs of our planet, should not be subjected to 
further logging and road construction. Alaska is hurting more than it ever has, shouldn't it be time that we do 
something that helps save our environment and future generations? Hasn't cutting educational budgets and 
climate research funding hurt the state of Alaska enough? Why aren't we including the six federally recognized 
tribal governments that demand to be heard on the issue? Why is our government so comfortable with the 
injustice that is given to our people? We should not move forward with eliminating the Tongass National Forest 
from the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Christopher and I live in Burbank, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Christopher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Christopher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5404 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
If we don't take action and treat these areas with the respect they deserve, we will no longer be able to enjoy 
them. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stephen Christopher 
 
Minneapolis, MN 55417 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Christopherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanne Christopherson and I live in Chico Ca 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Christopherson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Christopherson 
Organization: Defenders of Wildllife 
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Public Comments 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
 
 
Please see attached comments on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and draft EIS submitted by 14,306 
members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Jen Christopherson 
 
Alaska Program Coordinator 
 
Field Conservation 
 
 
 
DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached orginal. 
 
Stop the Forest Service from selling out the Tongass 
 
RE: The Tongass and its wildlife are too valuable to destroy!  
 Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
As a Defender of Wildlife, I oppose any attempt to weaken protections for the Tongass National Forest in 
Alaska. The Tongass is our largest national forest with the most intact remaining old-growth stands in North 
America. It provides incomparable fish and wildlife habitat that in turn supports the thriving fishing, recreation 
and tourism industries that power the region. The forest is far more valuable providing these renewable 
resources than as a source of destructive, taxpayer-subsidized clearcuts that make no environmental or 
economic sense. 
 
The Forest Service's recent proposal to open millions of acres of old-growth forest to the impacts of 
roadbuilding, logging and habitat fragmentation will have devastating effects on wildlife in the Tongass, 
including Sitka black tailed deer, salmon, brown and black bears, northern goshawks, wolves and more. 
 
Known as "America's Rainforest," the Tongass is one of the most significant remaining temperate rainforests 
on Earth. Rendering this irreplaceable old-growth forest habitat to the chainsaw is irresponsible and will have 
profound impacts for generations to come. 
 
I urge you to reverse course on rolling back protections on the Tongass National Forest, on behalf of the 
wildlife who depend on this habitat and for the future generations who deserve a world as biologically rich as 
the one we inherited. 



 
Sincerely, 
 
[Attachment contains 14,306 signatures of members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife.] 
 
[Position] 
 



 

 

RE: The Tongass and its wildlife are too valuable to destroy! 

 

Dear U.S. Forest Service: 

As a Defender of Wildlife, I oppose any attempt to weaken protections for the Tongass National 

Forest in Alaska. The Tongass is our largest national forest with the most intact remaining old-

growth stands in North America. It provides incomparable fish and wildlife habitat that in turn 

supports the thriving fishing, recreation and tourism industries that power the region. The 

forest is far more valuable providing these renewable resources than as a source of destructive, 

taxpayer-subsidized clearcuts that make no environmental or economic sense.  

The Forest Service's recent proposal to open millions of acres of old-growth forest to the 

impacts of roadbuilding, logging and habitat fragmentation will have devastating effects on 

wildlife in the Tongass, including Sitka black tailed deer, salmon, brown and black bears, 

northern goshawks, wolves and more.  

Known as "America's Rainforest," the Tongass is one of the most significant remaining 

temperate rainforests on Earth. Rendering this irreplaceable old-growth forest habitat to the 

chainsaw is irresponsible and will have profound impacts for generations to come.  

I urge you to reverse course on rolling back protections on the Tongass National Forest, on 

behalf of the wildlife who depend on this habitat and for the future generations who deserve a 

world as biologically rich as the one we inherited. 

Sincerely, 

 

 



FIRST NAME LAST NAME CITY ST/PROV ZIP

Denise Martini Las Vegas NV 89183-4132

Jean Roberts New Glarus WI 53574-9331

Juli Rule Avon MN 56310-9636

Suzanne Barns Batesburg SC 29006-8038

Diane Saunders North Easton MA 02356-2729

Beatrice Broughton Avondale PA 19311-9523

Robert Cabanban Tucson AZ 85741-2606

Lisa Caplan West Caldwell NJ 07006-7464

Denise Berrian Chula Vista CA 91911-1426

Rose Jenkins University City MO 63130-3041

Cynthia Arnold New Windsor MD 21776-8012

Robert Leggett Great Falls VA 22066-0650

Brian Benjamin Alpine CA 91901-2240

Judy Fukunaga Arroyo Grande CA 93421-1206

Jack Lewis Grants Pass OR 97526-8268

Donna Burrows Houston TX 77072-2128

Crandell Addington San Antonio TX 78217-6217

Mary Logan Eutawville SC 29048-0913

Paula Goldberg Palo Alto CA 94301-2630

Katherine Babiak Port Tobacco MD 20677-3105

Joseph Hayes Grand Junction CO 81503-3903

Judy Wood Loveland CO 80537-9690

Diana Gradus Brooklyn NY 11215-3653

David Ernst Mill Valley CA 94942-0429

Chilton Gregory Albuquerque NM 87106-4703

Sarah Bracken Wildwood MO 63038-2343

Marceline Gearry Portland OR 97210-2418

Sherri Bray Dallas OR 97338-9555

Jane Wilken Santa Fe NM 87508-8249

Robert Stagman Mercer Island WA 98040-5807

Hilary Tiefer Portland OR 97219-3369

David Worthington Olivet MI 49076-9633

Michele Nihipali Hauula HI 96717-9647

Patricia Andring Pinckney MI 48169-9123

Irene Alfandari New York NY 10019-3755

M. Elizabeth Jones Longmont CO 80503-9077

Arlene Dreste Ajo AZ 85321-9758

Karen Wegner Helena MT 59602-9236

Diane Williams Lacey WA 98503-8207

Laura Grove Williamsburg VA 23185-4733

Jim Head Oak Park MI 48237-1220

James Murphey Fort Bragg CA 95437-1696

Sandra Leaper Dunnellon FL 34432-2667

Victoria Linehan Glenwood NM 88039-9010

Laura Guttridge Vero Beach FL 32963-3902

Victoria Bush Hohenwald TN 38462-1418

Robert Aughtry Sequim WA 98382-9764

Carol Patton Kensington CA 94708-1101

Janet Drew Santa Rosa CA 95403-1893

Lelia Vaughan Jonesville TX 75659-0129

Rebecca Harper Los Angeles CA 90049-1220

Fred Lavy Harrisonburg VA 22802-4822

Jerry Persky Santa Monica CA 90403-2217



Debbie Slack Lynchburg VA 24502-3057

Jacqueline Jenkins Keizer OR 97303-5931

Weldon Williams Owasso OK 74055-7102

David Fiedler Bensalem PA 19020-3849

Felicia Peters Bonita Spgs FL 34135-6808

Nancy Freyer Houston TX 77066-2432

Nan Stevenson Saint Paul MN 55126-2163

Ellyn Sutton Simi Valley CA 93094-0884

Marge Peppercorn Sudbury MA 01776-1419

Debra Cheek Deale MD 20751-9706

Louise Calabro Bayside NY 11360-2918

Richard Fullerton Winston Salem NC 27103-5504

Catherine Ross Atlanta GA 30316-3417

Barbara Marchand Naples FL 34112-5472

Trisha Johns Severn MD 21144-1528

Nancy Fleming Lake Oswego OR 97034-4601

Kathleen Eaton Middletown DE 19709-9699

Harlan Solomon Lacey WA 98503-2932

Lori King Riverside CA 92508-3520

Coleen Maddy Rio Rancho NM 87144-8464

Lori Siemian-Vanorden Ballston Lake NY 12019-1628

Michele Page Denver CO 80209-4113

Renee Jeska Seal Beach CA 90740-2958

Francine Hyde Pittsburgh PA 15227-1510

Renee Arnett Hicksville NY 11801-3864

Phillip Mikulak Granger IN 46530-9274

Wayne Steffes Redding CA 96001-2906

Robert Pittman Alcoa TN 37701-1628

Ra Szumal Skokie IL 60076-3602

Lynette Belew Chandler AZ 85224-1634

Joyce Coe Hastings MI 49058-8280

Sharon Ketcherside Lincoln CA 95648-8318

Conor Soraghan Sdiego CA 92167-0382

Marge Christie Plainfield VT 05667-9575

Eve Wilkes Napa CA 94559-4164

William Bell Bushkill PA 18324-6892

Rebecca Procter Santa Fe NM 87508-2296

Virgil Swadley Tucson AZ 85743-8786

Robin Einbund Newport Coast CA 92657-2106

Burnham Gould Southern Shores NC 27949-3735

Kathy Clark Medway MA 02053-2350

Barbara Silverman Wilmette IL 60091-3111

Toni Bowman Chester NJ 07930-2316

Christina Babst West Hollywood CA 90069-5525

Friend of Defenders DUBLIN CA 94568-1115

Charles Cason Bunkie LA 71322-1524

George Thomas Rochester MA 02770-1204

Judith Maraventano Poway CA 92064-3953

Ellen Beschler New York NY 10022-5912

Lynne Jeffries Laguna Niguel CA 92677-8800

Sharon Smith Evansville IN 47711-3738

Theresa Johnson New York NY 10024-4953

Chris McCarty Mount Pleasant SC 29464-3867

Tanya Milanowski Balsam Lake WI 54810-6302



Jami Ojala Reston VA 20190-4974

Christopher Tobias Pittsburgh PA 15241-1809

Lynne Simeone Staten Island NY 10308-2434

Janet Delaney Austin TX 78731-4824

Lesley Parker-Rollins Luthvle Timon MD 21093-5419

Everett Suchland Darlington SC 29532-3440

Cristy Murray Oregon City OR 97045-8705

Birgit Hofbaur Delhi NY 13753-8704

Jan Wiley Woolwine VA 24185-3549

Suzanne Malis Veazie ME 04401-7085

Jonathan Chu Fremont CA 94539-4440

Patricia Reich Allentown PA 18103-7618

Tamara Rosenau De Soto MO 63020-4858

Marco Pardi Lawrenceville GA 30043-4095

Rita Eckles Phoenix AZ 85014-5535

Michael Douglass Cortland NY 13045-1215

Renae McKeon Bennington NE 68007-5047

Jane Ratchford Landrum SC 29356-2016

Elizabeth Brunt Eugene OR 97403-2265

Jeanette Capotorto Commack NY 11725-2409

Monica Leccese Wonder Lake IL 60097-9772

Mark Ahlemann Wheaton IL 60187-4160

Susan Ellis Calabasas CA 91302-2612

Robert Fuchs Omaha NE 68132-1915

David Miller Irvine CA 92612-2201

Mike Conlan Redmond WA 98052-4588

Adam D'Onofrio Petersburg VA 23803-7700

Sheilah Schnoor Scottsdale AZ 85254-4359

Susan Eley Denver CO 80260-7413

Randee Martin Brooklyn NY 11224-2687

Colleen McMullen Kanab UT 84741-4161

Linda Chamberlin Los Alamos NM 87544-2807

Veronica Sain Freehold NJ 07728-4134

John Purcell Silver Spring MD 20906-4163

Stephen Dutschke Louisville KY 40207-2846

Joyce Wells Madison WI 53704-4320

Sheila Swigert Staten Island NY 10301-2419

Annette Murray Midland MI 48640-7221

Scott Grubb MIDDLESBORO KY 40965-2330

Erin Mullin Citrus Heights CA 95610-7420

Ronaldh Silvercep Atlantic Beach FL 32233-4511

Margaret Mc Kinney Midvale UT 84047-7262

Kimberly McConkey Anchorage AK 99508-5396

Glenn Eklund Oak Harbor WA 98277-9649

James McCarthy Normal IL 61761-3125

Bob Gendron Chicago IL 60630-1507

Paul Ciez Bartlett IL 60103-3039

Inga Sedlovsky Arlington VA 22203-1327

Dennis Rogers Hubbardston MA 01452-1321

Megan Robbins Bodega Bay CA 94923-0410

Leeann Mumaw mauldin SC 29662-3119

John Sray Wichita KS 67212-1210

Mitzi Lockett Swartz LA 71281-0545

Andrea Rugg Minneapolis MN 55419-5410



Stacey Mark Highlands Ranch CO 80129-1556

Harriet Hirsch Vienna VA 22182-3327

Jane Schlegel Hydes MD 21082-9527

Andrew Gray Methuen MA 01844-3331

Keith Fisher Willow Grove PA 19090-1921

Jo Young Culver City CA 90230-4113

Janis Frankhouser Mount Joy PA 17552-9214

Lisha Doucet Wellington CO 80549-3224

Ronald Henning Boyne City MI 49712-8815

Christina Teunissen Cave Creek AZ 85331-5036

Shari Wildschutte Concord CA 94521-3837

William Horn Phoenix AZ 85028-1418

Donald Mackay South Pasadena CA 91031-0823

David Lafond HOLYOKE MA 01040-3502

Jamie Shultz Morgantown WV 26508-4722

Katherine Schoelkopf Roanoke IN 46783-8605

Laurence Buckingham Park Ridge IL 60068-5425

Michael Laird New York NY 10002-2201

Stacy Niemeyer Superior CO 80027-6129

Kevin Rolfes Austin TX 78737-8618

Donna Marks Harpers Ferry WV 25425-3139

Rita Taylor Saint Louis MO 63126-2101

David Moore Bondurant IA 50035-1218

Janelle Murphy Galveston TX 77554-8063

Kim Lockwood Bozeman MT 59718-6878

Andrea Fritz West Allis WI 53227-1358

Marcia Godich Trafford PA 15085-1222

Gene Tabish Murray UT 84121-5546

Maria Ragno Johnstown PA 15905-4035

Barb Hanson Eau Claire WI 54703-1944

Scott Troy Tulsa OK 74103-3514

Arthur Kemish Henderson NV 89052-3086

Patricia O'Reilly La Mesa CA 91942-6941

sylvia marie Sebastopol CA 95473-0101

Therese Debing Pacific Grove CA 93950-2450

Cinda Black Indianapolis IN 46227-4915

Penny Gregorio Albany GA 31721-6111

Kathrin Dodds Mission TX 78573-6029

Katie Spurlock San Francisco CA 94107-1887

Leslie Green Berlin Potomac MD 20854-2654

Susan Harmon Beaumont TX 77707-5454

Wayne Kelly Ashland OR 97520-1947

Dawn Vollmer North Tonawanda NY 14120-1749

Jonathan Eden Berkeley CA 94707-1520

Linda McKillip Sicklerville NJ 08081-1613

Barbara Tacker Camarillo CA 93012-7715

Rachel Meltzer St. Louis MO 63105-2605

Carol Jessing Northbridge MA 01534-1217

Jessica Macomber Scarborough ME 04074-9482

Terri Azevedo Brick NJ 08723-7254

Kathleen Haskins Minneapolis MN 55404-3146

Debbie Horan Springfield PA 19064-1543

Karen Legg Stafford Springs CT 06076-4105

Sasha Gibbons New City NY 10956-1114



Amy Mower Maple Falls WA 98266-2004

James Gerstley Santa Monica CA 90403-5045

William Schaffer lasvegas NV 89107-2853

Karena Wells Brooklyn NY 11238-3118

Tom Boughan Cowan TN 37324-3843

Sandra Christopher Burbank CA 91505-1856

Frank Boggio Three Rivers MI 49093-8113

Raymond Young Brooklyn NY 11234-4454

Rebecca Oberlin Tulsa OK 74132-1902

W. Harned Knoxville TN 37938-3232

Dottie Rigsby Terre Haute IN 47803-9715

Marsha Ross Palm Harbor FL 34683-5302

John Schumacher clearwater FL 33756-5948

Kathleen Alexander Houston TX 77007-3044

Linda Firestone Port Orford OR 97465-1292

Christine Hayes Upland CA 91786-2161

Linda Cox Lewisville TX 75067-5304

Catherine Carney-Feldman Ipswich MA 01938-1639

Deborah Smith Oklahoma City OK 73112-6908

Cindy Porter Nashville TN 37220-2321

Carol Westerman-Jones Carbondale IL 62903-7848

Ellen Redish Palm Springs CA 92264-0649

Robert Seltzer Malibu CA 90265-5630

Anne-Marie Parr Center Barnstead NH 03225-3802

Madalena Hutcheson Portland TN 37148-4941

Merna Bishop Dallas TX 75228-5435

Carolyn Dennison Garden Grove CA 92840-6041

Sandra McLellan Chelmsford MA 01824-2431

Ursula Pelka Edina MN 55436-1106

Deborah Voves Anchorage AK 99516-3150

Christine Westfeldt Fairview NC 28730-8630

Clare Brady New Milford CT 06776-5420

Marcia Hoodwin Sarasota FL 34238-5618

Susan Muller Vero Beach FL 32966-6499

Rosemary Graf Cummington MA 01026-9607

Evalinda Walrack Santa Fe NM 87506-2138

Mindi White LOS ANGELES CA 90046-7409

Eric Dallin Gulfport MS 39503-7755

Susan Garrison Adrian MI 49221-9421

Stasia Vercos Colorado Springs CO 80923-5210

Brian Gibbons Fairview Park OH 44126-1900

Betty Clark Smithfield VA 23430-1223

Linda Walters Virginia Beach VA 23455-5740

Fredde Hollman Cleveland OH 44108-1708

Laurie Denis Salem MA 01970-4005

Sherry Vatter Los Angeles CA 90034-8105

Lana Henson Oklahoma city OK 73106-3814

Diana Dee Valley Glen CA 91401-3032

Kim Thomas San Diego CA 92119-1465

Christina Stemwell Saint Francis WI 53235-4301

Vesna Glavina Fairfield IA 52556-2038

Lascinda Gualario Fair Lwn NJ 07410-1498

Brian Smith Saint Peters MO 63376-4211

John Kirchner Fort Wayne IN 46815-6566



Linda Stiles West Orange NJ 07052-4007

Gabor Petry Sterling Heights MI 48310-4939

Pauline McGowan Plymouth WI 53073-2123

William McCullough Chapin SC 29036-8926

Joann St.Louis Livingston TX 77399-2011

Shirley Smith Sound Beach NY 11789-0253

Marci Sart St Louis MO 63125-3710

Eileen Fonferko North Port FL 34286-7489

Susan Davenport Simi Valley CA 93063-7423

Susan Pirolo Silver Point TN 38582-6355

Heather Cross Canton MI 48187-4770

Albert Roca Enrich Barcelona NJ 8031

Anne Juba Laurel MD 20707-2933

Robert Mitchell Lexington KY 40502-1553

Stephanie Seymour Ringwood NJ 07456-2712

Michael Ankelman Saint Louis MO 63119-2235

marjorie curci Beaver WA 98305-0502

Kathryn Wachtl Stevens Point WI 54482-9257

Robert Bodner Portland OR 97215-1874

Susan Hathaway Pico Rivera CA 90660-2842

Patricia Benabe Lawrence KS 66044-4361

Sandy Cramer Marietta GA 30066-4924

Jed Fuhrman Topanga CA 90290-3523

Jennifer Clanahan Denver CO 80206-4017

Karlyn Schoenfeld Greensboro NC 27410-8524

Yang-sheng Tzeng Waltham MA 02451-0928

Sue Harrington Gig Harbor WA 98332-2104

Diane Weinstein Issaquah WA 98029-7524

Carol Gray Bloomington IN 47408-9553

Mary Guard Friday Harbor WA 98250-5613

Anne Wulffraat Underhill VT 05489-9118

Leslie Millar Missoula MT 59802-4211

Debra Chang Bellingham WA 98225-3427

Cheri Riznyk portland OR 97217-7212

Debbie Smith Upper Black Eddy PA 18972-9704

Danielle Barcilon Miami FL 33133-5264

Tiffany Haverfield Boston MA 02108-2805

Leah Ennis Aventura FL 33180-4800

Linda Treuhaft Palm Harbor FL 34685-1326

Amy Andersonmdmd, M.D.,MD Spring Hill FL 34609-1934

Mara Sabinson Cornish NH 03745-4705

Anca Vlasopolos Centerville MA 02632-2606

Lowell Palm Washington Court House OH 43160-2510

Richard Gilman Kalamazoo MI 49008-2212

Del Behnken Dayton OH 45414-5432

Marla Meyer Denver CO 80231-2224

Diane Kent Phoenix AZ 85032-4710

Doug Young Helotes TX 78023-4140

Mark Seis Bayfield CO 81122-9660

Carlene Steel Leander TX 78641-8681

Evan Eisentrager Easthampton MA 01027-2351

Donna Bonetti Boulder CO 80303-8323

Douglas Schneller Cranford NJ 07016-2414

Diane Cantwell Tujunga CA 91042-1546



Carol Goldstein San Diego CA 92122

Erin Garcia tarzana CA 91356-1545

Henry Schlinger Glendale CA 91201-1278

Linda Webb Rancho Palos Verdes CA 90275-5004

Amanda Guthrie Montello NV 89830-0061

Linda Myers Laguna Niguel CA 92677-5708

William Seyfriedjr Boulder City NV 89005

Paul Hunrichs Santee CA 92071-2206

Dawn O'Donnell Greenfield Center NY 12833-1017

Sarah Dow Brookline MA 02445-7407

Katherine Wojciechowski Oneida NY 13421-2514

Michael Follman Bethlehem PA 18017-7707

Christian Tabone Bolivar NY 14715-9407

Jennifer Bentzel Lacey WA 98503-2016

Melissa Ruel Mount Joy PA 17552-8879

Susan Norton Ithaca NY 14852-4334

Doreen Harris Scotia NY 12302-3705

Jim Chittenden Saugerties NY 12477-3518

Rosemary Caolo Scranton PA 18510-1902

Tory Ewing Omaha NE 68135-1726

Sandra Stock Tucson AZ 85710-2481

Gilbert Caudill Havana FL 32333-4715

Marilyn Waltasti Maricopa AZ 85138-3299

Jana Harker Woodland Hills CA 91364-1366

Joyce Crowley MULLICA HILL NJ 08062-2674

Mary Ferraro Aurora CO 80010-3914

Theodora Moriarty Spring Valley CA 91976-0335

Anita Kasbarian Kenilworth NJ 07033-1423

Kathleen Williams Jamestown RI 02835-1750

Steffanie Gee Los Angeles CA 90064-2475

Robert Keller San Diego CA 92119-1403

Cara Schmidt Yellville AR 72687-0719

Cricket Blanton Melbourne FL 32935-4932

Ted Proske Florissant MO 63033-5424

Gail Battaglia Jacksonville OR 97530-9185

Joanne Lowery Portage MI 49024-8901

Melodie Martin Seattle WA 98102-4013

Albert Fecko Center Line MI 48015-1544

Nancy Beavers Woodlawn TN 37191-9202

Stephanie Trasoff Blaine WA 98230-9587

Larry Lambeth Springfield MO 65810-1308

Barbara Leccese Little Neck NY 11362-2207

Claudia Chaffin Georgetown TX 78626-7414

Ron Massoli Tallmadge OH 44278-2433

Ron Torretta Canon City CO 81212-3918

Diana Moissant Central Point OR 97502-1379

Rosann Lynch Monterey CA 93940-1133

Margaret Jimenez Margate FL 33063-7470

Cyndi Fritzler Lakewood CO 80232-6009

Shelley Mckee Pataskala OH 43062-9370

Brad Holmes Indianapolis IN 46278-2830

Harriet Cohen New York NY 10016-8291

Leonora Xhrouet Davie FL 33328-2213

Earl Frounfelter Santa Maria CA 93454-6644



Jamie Rothstein Elburn IL 60119-9517

Willie Hinze Winston Salem NC 27106-5239

Maryanna Foskett Arlington MA 02476-8005

Barbara Leclerc Bristol CT 06010-5555

Nancy Hamson Cincinnati OH 45231-2306

Scott Sobel New York NY 10023-4808

Phyllis Newbeck Jericho VT 05465-3033

Lynette Strangstad Mineral Point WI 53565-1241

Mauricio Austin Olympia WA 98506-9608

Carol Opria Portage MI 49002-7300

Deborah Heald Duluth GA 30097-2328

Elizabeth MacKelvie Appleton WI 54915-1023

August Neitzel Haymarket VA 20169-3160

Linda Liptak Indian Rocks Beach FL 33785-0398

Patricia Poock Hernando FL 34442-4542

Wayne Truax Dillsburg PA 17019-1041

Dennita Rittenback Vancouver WA 98682-1985

Rosalinda Ramirez Lithonia GA 30058-5071

Linda Jennings Sanibel FL 33957-4626

Thomas Ress Athens AL 35613-2720

Natalie Galdi-Weissman Norwood NJ 07648-1609

Gregory Nease Salina KS 67401-7905

Douglas Montgomery San Francisco CA 94117-3348

Cheryl Raskin Reid New Hudson MI 48165-9681

Robert Kurz Laguna Niguel CA 92677-2343

Malcolm Groome Topanga CA 90290-0530

Kelly Epstein Spring TX 77379-3973

Jon Hager Riverton UT 84065-7843

Mary Salisbury Pittsgrove NJ 08318-3708

Lawrence Benvenuti Marathon FL 33050-2668

Margaret Shermock Carver MN 55315-9664

Laura Reutter Port Townsend WA 98368-3708

Tracy Ouellette Bow WA 98232-9246

Melony Paulson Diamond Bar CA 91765-2844

Gary Goetz Pacific Grove CA 93950-2450

Julie Klabin Los Angeles CA 90027-2501

Jan Batchelder Lake Helen FL 32744-3537

Jane Branyan Marysville PA 17053-9775

Maureen Parriott Oroville WA 98844-2267

Chris Drumright Murfreesboro TN 37130-4068

Margaret Skaife Oak Ridge TN 37830-4005

Joann Koch Lebanon CT 06249-2026

Rita Costello-Risz Scottsdale AZ 85260-6459

Michael Reilly Golden CO 80403-8523

Jeremy Carpenter Latham NY 12110-5637

Lisa Gray Anaheim CA 92806-4642

Daniel Pepin Cranberry Twp PA 16066-2813

Jennifer Rials Savage MN 55378-2429

Andrew Wadsworth Reading PA 19606-2905

Celinda Risvold Naperville IL 60540-6261

Susan Kadlec Loveland CO 80537-5418

M. Franzke Portage WI 53901-1075

David Bishop Wheeling WV 26003-6343

Karen Waltman Ocala FL 34481-7463



Michael Henderson Huntington Beach CA 92649-2443

Nancy Denbo Mount Laurel NJ 08054-3516

Penni Anifer Glendale AZ 85306-3929

Anne Jameson Marshfield VT 05658-7077

Christine Mueller Rochelle Park NJ 07662-3730

Michael Norden Defiance OH 43512-9509

Matthew Holmes Hummelstown PA 17036-9481

Debe Judah Tulsa OK 74137-2610

Janis Kinslow Aston PA 19014-1517

Dale Riehart san francisco CA 94107-1807

Marcia Kellam Santa Fe NM 87507-4887

M. Lish Marysville WA 98271-4723

M. Nichols Voorhees NJ 08043-1206

Gloria Diggle Fort White FL 32038-2129

Robert Sargent Haverhill MA 01832-1354

Wayland Augur Chico CA 95928-3924

Maggi Geddes Bosque Farms NM 87068-9362

Linda Tarantino Independence MO 64052-2940

Alan Citron Palm Coast FL 32137-8342

Jenny Currie Georgetown TX 78633-5260

Richard & Jeanne Placone Palo Alto CA 94306-2710

Connie Castro West Warwick RI 02893-5602

Judy Howells Pacific Palisades CA 90272-4416

Paul Borcherding La Grande OR 97850-0543

Tracie Gabrisko New Lenox IL 60451-1197

Nance Hikes Berea OH 44017-1547

Rick Schoenfield Westchester IL 60154-5932

Randy Thomas Richardson TX 75080-5820

Marsha Vlah Ellwood City PA 16117-5104

Pam Wesolowski South Bend IN 46615-1906

Sheila Coles Delray Beach FL 33445-4533

Karen Martakos Malden MA 02148-1026

Susan Hopkins I CA 92620-1858

Kim Katzenbarger Washington DC 20024-2642

Peter Mc Cumber Morgantown WV 26501-4321

Richard Wightman Arcadia CA 91006-2501

Linda Shadle Anaheim CA 92804-5257

Laura Feuerstein Rockville MD 20854-5520

Susan McClure Big Timber MT 59011-0418

Patricia Eck Huntley IL 60142-7851

D. Hart Pensacola FL 32501-3102

Terri Curry Bala Cynwyd PA 19004-1926

James Pech Madison WI 53714-2004

Desiree Mitchell San Francisco CA 94118-3238

Melinda Forest Vancouver WA 98685-5503

Enid Breakstone Manchester CT 06040-6408

Cara Ammon Chicago IL 60640-5519

Sandy Zelasko Valley Center CA 92082-7635

Timothy Johnston San Francisco CA 94110-7803

Linda Waine Taunton MA 02780-3119

Natasha Brenner New York NY 10002-1172

Jamie Arbuckle New York NY 10075-1366

Jennifer Bethel Apopka FL 32712-5446

Melissa Reisland Reston VA 20190-4713



Diann MacRae Bothell WA 98021-8004

James Roberts Sugarloaf CA 92386-0819

Dana Atnip Ferndale MI 48220-3119

Nicole Anne Rupke Menomonee Falls WI 53051-4302

Ainsley Donaldson Melrose MA 02176-2908

Andrea Crisler West Memphis AR 72303-0254

Michael Hoffmann Middleburgh NY 12122-0585

Alison Sky New York NY 10012-5139

Jeffrey Hollar Woodstock VA 22664-1512

Raymond Latterner Waldwick NJ 07463-2214

Julie Smith Los Osos CA 93402-4006

Roxana Huggins Tucson AZ 85742-4118

Ellen Halbert Drayden MD 20630-3306

Elisabeth Price Albuquerque NM 87102-1472

Sharmayne Busher Vancouver WA 98662-1881

Simon Colman modesto CA 95350

Ann Kennedy-Storms Santa Rosa CA 95405-8722

Michelle Pavcovich Seattle WA 98125-6553

Mary McGovern Steilacoom WA 98388-1697

Juli Kring Houston TX 77099-1381

Paul Belz Oakland CA 94611-0507

Florence Morris Rochester NY 14609-7155

Alicie Warren Homestead FL 33033-1025

Sandy Lane Boulder CO 80308-0394

Jay Cooke Pacific Grove CA 93950-4710

Susan Brandes Tucson AZ 85716-1061

Mandi Oyster Malvern IA 51551-5216

Carol Shelton Bedford TX 76022-7663

Anne Beatts West Hollywood CA 90069-3108

Gail Johnston North Kingstown RI 02852-1875

Mary Petersman Cincinnati OH 45255-3016

Carol Fogarassy Churchville NY 14428-9368

June Cattell West Columbia SC 29169-5251

Janys Kuznier Vernon NJ 07462-3406

Josie Lopez el paso TX 79912-2701

Rita Franco Monrovia CA 91016-3833

Cornelia Dias Altaville CA 95221-0195

Peter Nicholas Syracuse NY 13214-1629

Robert Mark Flagstaff AZ 86004-6811

Patrick Ursomanno Port Charlotte FL 33952-1787

Karen Carswell Tippecanoe IN 46570-9705

Dennis Abrahamson Dewittville NY 14728-0062

Kathy Jacobs Fort Collins CO 80525-6602

Jill Heck Pequannock NJ 07440-1610

Paula Garcia Leander TX 78641-1988

Patricia Nunez Summerfield FL 34491-4421

Grace Molina Seattle WA 98125-4508

Michael Fountain Lewes DE 19958-1321

Angela Terranova Cincinnati OH 45238-2697

Dagmar McLaughlin Palatine IL 60067-2026

Marsha Krauter Hughesville PA 17737-9119

Elaine Fischer Roanoke VA 24018-2625

Alla Sobel New York NY 10023-4808

Sandra Daniels Jupiter FL 33478-9372



Faith Conroy Cameron MT 59720-9732

Bill Lundeen Lee Vining CA 93541-0474

Kelly Riley Hatfield PA 19440-4142

Vince Mendieta Austin TX 78715-0726

Margaret Spak Menlo Park CA 94025-2739

Kathleen Medina Anacortes WA 98221-4117

Katherine Lyle Gig Harbor WA 98335-3982

Charlotte Wright Tega Cay SC 29708-7310

Wendy Schneider Bradenton FL 34212-9039

Nancy Byrum Winston Salem NC 27107-2420

Tina Brown Anacortes WA 98221-2962

Tina Rhea Greenbelt MD 20770-2958

Michelle Dudeck Monessen PA 15062-1525

Klis Guckenburg Saint George UT 84770-4998

Shawn Dugan Ephrata PA 17522-8764

Patricia Dishman Nashville TN 37221-4351

Rhodie Jorgenson Bethesda MD 20817-3240

Andra Heide Milton FL 32571-6787

Chanin Cook Napa CA 94559-2115

Tamah Lettieri Coconut Creek FL 33066-2147

Sandra Joos Portland OR 97239-7202

Sandra Moon Oklahoma City OK 73135-6195

Steve Peck Ypsilanti MI 48197-4317

Elaine Berg Evergreen CO 80439-9777

Leslie Byrnes Albuquerque NM 87114-4737

Joe Spurvey Lakewood CO 80401-4620

Jared Misner Charlotte NC 28216-5321

Thomas Berg Herndon VA 20170-3254

Sylvia Rodriguez New York NY 10003-8556

Mary Franco Kearny NJ 07032-1709

Linda Kehew Winterville NC 28590-9419

Joyce Campbell Torrance CA 90505-6911

Duncan Brown Tucson AZ 85731-7010

Simona Fischer-Bixler APO AE NY 09131-0001

Kerry Krebill Clancy MT 59634-9759

Eric Edwards West Chicago IL 60185-5147

Debbie McBride Houston TX 77098-5422

Stanley Johnson New York NY 10009-7308

Michael Bayouth Wichita KS 67207

Heidi Shuler Vancouver WA 98682-9544

Elizabeth dePadova Morris Plains NJ 07950-1969

Charlie Graham Hillsboro OR 97124-2330

Robin Megibow Kensington MD 20895-1508

Michelle Santy El Granada CA 94018-1540

Paul Moser Richfield OH 44286-9650

Jill Brotman Cleveland OH 44120-1253

Alex Perlman Greenwich CT 06831-

Janek Bielski Sunland CA 91040-1301

Percy Severn Newbury Park CA 91320-5314

Ed Wolf Buena Park CA 90620-3753

Bruce Kenendy Northridge CA 91325-2407

John Walker New York NY 10014-2109

Shawn Blohm Macedonia OH 44056-1771

Amy Schumacher Beavercreek OH 45440-3311



Dorothyann Cardlin Yardley PA 19067-3042

Cheryl Parkins Oakland CA 94611-5115

mary anne loughlin Canton NC 28716-2613

Patricia Maloney-brown Gloucester MA 01930-1135

Ilana Krug Idlewylde MD 21239-1328

Kim Powanda denver CO 80212-2545

Debra Rehn Portland OR 97202-4557

Joe Swierkosz palatine IL 60067-2236

Lisa Holm Fremont CA 94536-2737

Catherine Gingerich Brunswick MD 21758-8908

Connie Smith Hurricane UT 84737-2061

John Holtzclaw San Francisco CA 94133-4290

Carmen Perla Orlando FL 32837-8028

Jane Makowski Paw Paw MI 49079-9344

Marilyn Dougher Anchorage AK 99502-4546

Petra Jenkins Providence RI 02906-4563

Linda LeVeque Chicago IL 60626-4348

Holly Mooney Orange CA 92866-2704

Laurianna Jung Oroville CA 95966-9236

Jon Martell Westerly RI 02891-2318

Teri Sigler Santa Cruz CA 95062-4264

Teresa Beutel Congers NY 10920-2702

Al Krause New York NY 10025-6931

Jesse Dye Weatherford TX 76086-5702

Margaret Adam Bozeman MT 59717-5197

Mark Galbraith West Linn OR 97068-2542

Rollie Bland Yonkers NY 10710-3833

David Wicker Jacksonville FL 32256-1583

Laura Emery La Mesa CA 91942-1107

Gail Aldous Ballston Spa NY 12020-2625

Wendy Gordon Avon MA 02322-1852

Andrea Lanzetta Media PA 19063-2409

Ginny Young Titusville FL 32796-5006

Kristy Ray Johnson City TN 37604-3501

Elena Busani-Perez Bronx NY 10463-1209

Randall Webb Portland OR 97210

Mary Bronson Terre Haute IN 47802-4266

Lisa Lungwitz Eden Prairie MN 55347-4220

Carrie Nichols Mission Viejo CA 92691-4946

Eileen Elgut Las Vegas NV 89117-6906

Christine Porrello Southbury CT 06488-1127

Kevin Curtis Fullerton CA 92832-1607

William Ryerson Indianapolis IN 46228-2226

Matthew Kling Denver CO 80209-4117

Doug Rader Miami FL 33186-3208

Meryle Korn Bellingham WA 98226-4112

Jocelyn Blake Brooklyn WI 53521-9796

Shan Albert Studio City CA 91604-1302

Darla Brunner Tarzana CA 91356-2917

Barbara Tetro Plant City FL 33567-3632

Marjorie Streeter Sacramento CA 95816-3236

Kathryn Thomson Newport News VA 23602-8893

Deborah Fox New Bern NC 28560-8418

Marcia Bailey Burnsville NC 28714-7321



Matthew Lammers Atlanta GA 30317-1300

Marcia Dickinson richmond VA 23220-5825

Pat & Jim Isaacs Indian Land SC 29707-9661

Heather Donahue Watertown MA 02472-3103

Adam Flogel Mount pleasant WI 53406-1543

Rhonda Lawford South Wilmington IL 60474-0220

Jack Block Schaumburg IL 60194-5148

Shannon Schmidt Newport MN 55055-1700

Barbara Steck Burlington WI 53105-2633

Jessica Motta Clayton NC 27520-3057

Jacqueline Marshall Rochester MN 55902-1820

Janice Vlcek Mt Prospect IL 60056-4125

Peggy Schramm Waukegan IL 60085-1858

Richard Stanley West Simsbury CT 06092-2632

Ann Wiseman Mansfield IL 61854-6939

Lydia Garvey Clinton OK 73601-3713

Shawn Elliott Aurora CO 80014-1058

Paul Cantales Mohegan Lake NY 10547-0263

Lisa Koehl Ormond Beach FL 32174-4819

Forest Frasieur Benicia CA 94510-3288

Mark Gotvald Pleasant Hill CA 94523-2736

Carol Savary San Francisco CA 94131-1631

Elizabeth Grant Ukiah CA 95482-0043

Mary Ownby Grants NM 87020-9642

Donna Barth Ashland VA 23005-2455

Dayalan Srinivasan Collingswood NJ 08108-1530

Donna Tanner West Concord MA 01742-1519

Melissa Miller Altus OK 73521-1280

Marian Frobe Spokane WA 99205-5214

Anita Das Seattle WA 98125-7427

Susan Porada Southborough MA 01772-1115

Mary Hubbard North Falmouth MA 02556-2322

Tammara Maines Tacoma WA 98409-5426

Carol Yost New York NY 10011-6194

Sybil Kohl Seattle WA 98115-8150

Helen Boucher Brunswick ME 04011-3213

Vicky Tuorto San Quentin CA 94964-0324

Mary Platter-Rieger San Diego CA 92105-5130

Cynthia Sampson Asheville NC 28801-2740

John Polo Erie PA 16506-3530

Beth Seiler Homer AK 99603-7827

Cathy Bangerter Bothell WA 98012-7083

Ann Pryich Mount Vernon WA 98273-6621

Allan Campbell San Jose CA 95132-1920

Lynda Aubrey Elk CA 95432-0126

Maria Rausis Mountain View CA 94040-1416

Donna-Lee Phillips Eureka CA 95501-2052

Julie Kramer San Francisco CA 94114-3918

Jeremy Talarico Concord CA 94521-4309

Nance Nicholls DAVENPORT WA 99122-8681

Jennifer Westra Spokane WA 99202-1208

Mark Weinberger San Francisco CA 94121-1867

Carol Sears Grand Rapids MI 49546-7211

Chris Kunkel Midlothian VA 23114-3098



Jack Zeilenga East Montpelier VT 05651-4093

Drew Martin Lake Worth FL 33460-2245

Michael Martin Wheaton IL 60189-3203

Jon Anderholm Cazadero CA 95421-9580

Jackie Sylvander-Sodano Shrub Oak NY 10588-0387

Paula Stambaugh Donnelsville OH 45319-0052

Deborah Kanzler Ossining NY 10562-1956

Alice Weigel Watsonville CA 95076-3067

Laura Friend of Defenders Ocean Isle Beach NC 28469-0992

Elyse Ashton WEST HOLLYWOOD CA 90069-4819

Jeanne Hobert Hurley NY 12443-6237

Tracy Marotta brooklyn NY 11214-6003

Marlen Schuett Lombard IL 60148-2834

Elaine Lite Friend of Defenders Asheville NC 28804-1736

Ed Kraynak Denver CO 80231-2614

Sue Monjauze Brooklyn NY 11205-3362

Thomas Webb Playa del Rey CA 90293-8068

Jorge Belloso-Curiel richmond CA 94801-3236

Denise Carr Sanibel FL 33957-4322

Darla Sadler BEND OR 97703-6586

Peter Farris Neversink NY 12765-0607

Tatjana Kovac Sebastopol CA 95473-2646

Jeff Sluiter Lakeville MN 55044-7674

Renee Landuyt St Clair Shores MI 48081-1375

Margaret Rydant Northborough MA 01532-1229

Christine Brazis San Francisco CA 94110-5805

Brian Brown Lewisburg PA 17837-7067

Eric Voorhies Kapaa HI 96746-8704

Sherry Macias Sacramento CA 95825-6610

Kim Morse Poway CA 92064-6432

Gilda Felt Kentwood MI 49512-5373

Ms Zentura Casper WY 82609-2873

Philip Ratcliff Salem OR 97302-3533

Cindy Symington Austin TX 78733-2135

Roberta Hutton-Pieti Anacortes WA 98221-1982

Kristine Weeks Yakima WA 98908-2868

Edward Sullivan San Francisco CA 94116-2077

James Forbes Evanston IL 60202-2119

Marianne Corona Middlefield CT 06455-1223

Lynn Elliott Durham NC 27705-2760

Karen Nagy Spotsylvania VA 22553-4031

Wendy Whyko-Marolda oxford CT 06478-1333

Dorothy Russell Lamar CO 81052-0908

Dale Barth Highlands NJ 07732-1931

Lisa Allarde Green Lane PA 180542265

Tony Bell Austin TX 78755-0693

Pam Evans KEMP TX 75143-0644

Dave Christman Athens GA 30605-4597

Kerby Miller Columbia MO 65203-3367

James Klein Corpus Christi TX 78411-1709

Arlene Patoray Paramus NJ 07652-2001

Nancy Berger Midlothian VA 23112-4624

Robert Deck Toledo OH 43606

Martha Brimm Durham NC 27707-5172



Rita Alexander San Antonio TX 78232-5471

Linda Cabanban Lakemoor IL 60051-3277

Neil Freson Henrietta NY 14467-9731

Pat Jones Deming NM 88030-8851

Marlie Dryden Ocean City MD 21842-5232

Gail Spangler Chicago IL 60610-6042

Dianne Buckley Tehachapi CA 93581-1176

Shannon Scott Los Olivos CA 93441-0388

Deborah Zardeneta Las Vegas NV 89144-1603

Hannelore Kennedy Missouri City TX 77489-6213

Janet Bindas Walnut Creek CA 94598-3844

Sl Herl Ashtabula OH 44004-4346

Dorinda Scott Austin TX 78704-2147

Andy Berkvist Northampton MA 01060-2203

Elise McCoubrie Saint Peters MO 63376-7925

Cathi Tschirhart Xenia OH 45385-9383

Daina Jurika-Owen Abilene TX 79606-5041

Susan Schena Morrisville NC 27560-5545

John Papandrea New York NY 10024-1208

Joel Schmidt Pennock MN 56279-9667

LInda Herrmann Ashland OH 44805-2624

Diane Miller Leesburg FL 34748-5735

Teresa Iovino Germantown TN 38138-4628

Kaarin Holmberg New York NY 10040-1326

Carol Curtis Majuro MH 96960-0629

Cindypardee Andphilmcpherson North Royalton OH 44133-4124

JoAnn Moore Abington PA 19001-3114

Joseph DiMaggio Parkville MD 21214-0632

Mara Rahav New York NY 10036-6896

Catherine Bellario South Elgin IL 60177-2360

Alida Frattarola Mount Vernon NY 10552-1719

Maureen Sheahan Southfield MI 48033-3520

Karen Eisenstadt Berkeley CA 94705-2702

Linda McCracken Marlow NH 03456-0235

Elana Katz Sharon MA 02067-1136

Harriet Rosenberg Sandy Springs GA 30342-1061

Dorrine Marshall Irvine CA 92620-2024

Max Herink Tustin CA 92780-6747

Susan Termini Merritt Island FL 32952-4136

Elissa Wagner Aptos CA 95003-4860

Shelley Frazier Raleigh NC 27603-2598

Samantha Goodman Los Angeles CA 90020-4733

Roger Packard Lake Mills WI 53551-9638

Andrea Chisari Mims FL 32754-5679

Hashi Hanta Sells AZ 85634-3110

Ken Reeves Concord MA 01742-4601

Michael Wollman Sn Luis Obispo CA 93405-6384

Jeanine Center Ann Arbor MI 48105-1133

Ann Logan Columbus OH 43223-3463

Stephen Johnston Eugene OR 97405-4713

Frank Belcastro Dubuque IA 52001-6327

Deborah Dahlgren East Hartford CT 06118-1007

Sharon Ernst Lawrenceville NJ 08648-3223

Kevin Vaught Antioch TN 37013-1842



Barbara Carr Kingsville MD 21087-1807

Eileen Harrington Napa CA 94559-4730

Martin Becker Marco Island FL 34145-6814

Maureen McGee Pacific Palisades CA 90272-3703

Krisitna Heiks Boone NC 28607-7709

Susan Delles Rogue river OR 97537-9771

Peggy Malnati Farmington Hills MI 48331-1303

Valerie Lloyd Whitefish MT 59937-8081

Rebecca Shedd Minneapolis MN 55419-4944

Diane Rooney El Cerrito CA 94530-1964

Charles Arnold Manchester NH 03105-1672

Nuri and John Pierce La Mesa CA 91941-5752

Richard Miller Nevada City CA 95959-3454

Gloria Navan Lawrenceville GA 30043-2288

Karynn Merkel Eureka CA 95503-5402

Mary Durrer Eastpoint FL 32328-3364

James Porter Danville KY 40422-9783

Kevin Klafta Hapeville GA 30354-1518

Jacci McKenna Eagle CO 81631-6122

Katherine Nuss Arlington VA 22201-1103

Susan Thompson Audubon PA 19403-5675

Joy Wade Bradenton FL 34203-2637

Brian Canny Austin TX 78748-2987

Craigie Huston Tallahassee FL 32301-4432

Arthur Schlette Patchogue NY 11772-1707

Robert Magarian Berkeley CA 94701-1126

Ann Sunderland Apple Valley MN 55124-6019

Sandra Couch Naperville IL 60564-4694

Lynne Hoskins Bakersfield CA 93309-6419

Antje Fray Washington CT 06793-1303

Michele Smith Westland MI 48185-2344

Susan Cassese Scottsdale AZ 85266-4231

Emily Metz Pittsford NY 14534-2406

Merideth Henkel-Green Boerne TX 78006-1637

Joann Sonenstein Las Vegas NV 89135-1180

Nadine Blancato Huntersville NC 28078-2236

Sophe Stine Van Nuys CA 91409-8288

Heidi Hartman Simi Valley CA 93065-5064

Stephen Limperis Grayslake IL 60030-3795

Jon Losee San Diego CA 92107-3735

Ellen-Cathryn Nash Washington Street NJ 07030-2152

Lynn Cardiff Salem OR 97301-1610

Michele Johnson Gardena CA 90249-4617

Carolyn Raasch Morrisdale PA 16858-7429

Suzanne Baxter Ardmore PA 19003-1519

Mitchell Stargrove Hillsboro OR 97123-9470

Dawn Kosec Austintown OH 44515-4839

Adrienne Moumin Silver Spring MD 20902-2606

Eugene Cahill Hackettstown NJ 07840-1710

Kelly Carlson Morrison CO 80465-2105

Judith Mueller York PA 17406-8945

Georgia Braithwaite Cottonwood AZ 86326-6108

Thom Peters Snohomish WA 98290-5884

Shari Kelts Kirkwood MO 63122-5531



Charles Wirth Hurley SD 57036-2014

Michael Rotcher Mission Viejo CA 92692-2351

William Kohler Eugene OR 97401-5283

Amy Christenson Talent OR 97540-8630

Kate Skolnick Brooklyn NY 11238-2789

Ethan Chatfield Evanston IL 60201-2124

Georgia Mattingly Longmont CO 80504-3908

Amy Houbre Plymouth MA 02360-2609

Suzanne Bores Trumbull CT 06611-4924

Suzy Siegmann Temple Terrace FL 33617-4133

Marie Marinakis Newtown Square PA 19073-1208

Jessie Casteel Houston TX 77035-5043

Gerry Milliken Cottonwood AZ 86326-5991

Joanie Doas Fort Worth TX 76177-2341

W. D. (Rudy) Wilkinson Saint Louis MO 63116-4608

Ester Fuchs Lapeer MI 48446-0502

Dean Peppard Downey CA 90240-2622

Tom Conley Cambridge MA 02138-5926

Bruce Revesz Cedar Grove NJ 07009-1515

Victoria Koch Eugene OR 97402-3744

Roslyn Simon Portland OR 97229-4375

Nancy Dahlberg Seattle WA 98107-3057

Marc Silverman Los Angeles CA 90068-3071

Rob Good Chester MD 21619-2842

Eric Griffith Athens GA 30601-1951

Nancy Tikalsky Zion IL 60099-3222

Debra Wilson Ashland OR 97520-8796

Tom Brown Delta CO 81416-3629

Anne Swanson Campbell CA 95008-0706

Rhett Lawrence Portland OR 97217-2024

Inara Powers Cedar Rapids IA 52402-3330

Lisa Fera Orland Park IL 60462-6018

Jon Levin Macungie PA 18062-8944

JoAnne Lowe Fountain Hills AZ 85268-1432

Corinne Greenberg Berkeley CA 94707-1602

Donna Flade Beverly Hills CA 90211-1810

Jennifer Graham Fort Myers FL 33919-3444

Alice Brody New York NY 10025-6954

Susan Coulson Colonial Bch VA 22443-2416

William Josephs Encino CA 91416-6670

Maryrose Cimino Dallas TX 75287-6729

Kathy Kinsey Cincinnati OH 45209-1126

Susan Roloff Stillwater MN 55082-1085

Rachelle Coury Raynham MA 02767-1611

Kathleen Lewis Quincy MA 02169-2274

John Moszyk Saint Louis MO 63116-2704

Bonnie Dixon Stockton CA 95212-9327

Gertrude Nuttman San Francisco CA 94121-3522

Robert Hicks Long Beach CA 90803-8239

Evelyn Fraser Washington DC 20018-1417

Solo Greene Lapwai ID 83540-0057

Robert Petersen Cambridge MA 02138-5755

Chuck Ricevuto Oroville WA 98844-0615

Lynda Nesbitt Stanfield AZ 85172-8663



Anna Drummond Grass valley CA 95945-5249

Janet Marineau BRISTOL CT 06010-3048

Kathleen Colwill Berwyn PA 19312

Kristin Tamas Cleveland OH 44109-5438

Karyn Kakiba-Russell Yucca Valley CA 92284-1203

Gary Rejsek Bolingbrook IL 60440-2253

Brunilda Betancourt Tallahassee FL 32309-3205

Nancy Gillis Boulder CO 80304-0867

Alice Polesky San Francisco CA 94107-2644

Rose Cassel Franklin Square NY 11010-4211

Alice Dugar Chardon OH 44024-8522

Debra Ashton Hoboken NJ 07030-5176

Debra Baber Columbia MO 65203-0141

Stephanie Medlyn Houston TX 77018-5819

Laurie Rittenberg Studio City CA 91604-3013

Deborah Theodossis Hendersonville NC 28792-5535

Erin Howard Oakland CA 94602-2221

Kimberly Walker Jacksonville FL 32225-9081

Maria Hayevsky Cedar Grove WI 53013-1119

Tami Sedakow Baraboo WI 53913-1723

Doris Reiter Dallas TX 75231-5810

Tori Herbst Portland OR 97217-3264

Diane Huber Centennial CO 80112-3309

Cynthia Ferguson Sacramento CA 95827-3275

Angela Di Berardino Los Gatos CA 95032-1538

Catherine Ayoub Las Vegas NV 89178-1302

Carol Keating Springfield NJ 07081-2408

Diane Evans santa Rosa CA 95405-7266

Jody Gibson Des Moines IA 50315-5259

Dr. Loupal Vienna None 1220

Debbie Macmillan Alexandria G83 8LX

Alexey Zimenko Moscow None 117312

Patricia Berzon Austin TX 78746-6231

Ann Kasparek Allen Park MI 48101-1235

Jennifer Cartwright San Clemente CA 92673-3532

Julie Skelton Belleville MI 48111-9159

Rebecca Smith Puerto Vallarta None 48380

Gary Brooker Santa Fe NM 87501-2720

J. Brousseau Julian FLAT ROCK MI 48134-1846

Kathleen Baffoni Arcadia CA 91006-2501

Jan Adair Walnut Creek CA 94595-1221

Connie Hershman Philadelphia PA 19128-1930

Deborah Hirt Stillwater OK 74075-1524

Stacey Bradley Hastings PA 16646-5601

Jane Simpson Washington DC 20016-4565

David Ashton Hoboken NJ 07030-5176

Valerie Howell Coral Gables FL 33146-2920

James Wayrynen Entiat WA 98822-9761

Rita Harrington Laredo TX 78045-6420

Bret Polish Tarzana CA 91335-7301

Charles Glaser Groveport OH 43125-1376

Joyce Janicki St. Clair Shores MI 48081-2078

Patrick Percy Baton Rouge LA 70820-4612

Lorraine Wilson Hilton Head Island SC 29926-1974



Robert Killeen CHICAGO IL 60611-6114

Catherine McCabe New York NY 10012-2596

Dianne Sammons Huntsville AL 35801-3146

Lisa Kim Burke VA 22015-3001

Gembala Maryhelen San Diego CA 92110-4109

Karen Ingerman Hartsdale NY 10530-2725

RuthAnne Dayton Pgh. PA 15227-2635

Attila Kovats Stevensville MT 59870-6513

Mike Moran Kihei HI 96753-8905

Marianne Nolan Cleveland OH 44147-2203

Christina Dodd Villa Park IL 60181-1752

Allan Chen Alameda CA 94502-6575

Michael Rynes Naperville IL 60565-2006

Michael Homer Lubbock TX 79416-1303

Nancy Page San Luis Obispo CA 93405-6224

Arthur Hoyt Mountain Home AR 72654-1139

Anastasia Ogle Scottsdale AZ 85258-5288

Sonja Franz Baltimore MD 21228-3677

Eric Stiff Los Alamos CA 93440-0907

Tiffany Grant Hampton GA 30228-5915

Susan Johnston East Hartford CT 06118-2625

Emily McDonald Scranton PA 18505-3909

Sophia Friend of Defenders The Sea Ranch CA 95497

Kim Watson Dakota City NE 68731-0673

Susan Lowe Sebastian FL 32958-6120

Terri Greene Bloomington IN 47403-9556

Martha Zinn Fort Worth TX 76116-8018

Patrick Young Aurora CO 80011-4559

Jennifer Bulava Hammonton NJ 08037-3918

Stephanie Gunn Ramona CA 92065-5516

Vida Lohnes Rhododendron OR 97049-9795

Deborah Jean Lubonovich Franklin PA 16323-4501

Nancy Friend of Defenders Bronx NY 10463-1306

Marie Napolitano Hawthorne NY 10532-1908

Elisa Dantuono CMCH NJ 08210-1153

Paul West Fort Collins CO 80526-3422

Nora Salet Vacaville CA 95687-4145

Brian Longley Grants Pass OR 97526-1239

Bob Bousquet Bryantville MA 02327-0101

Eric Whitman branchburg NJ 08876-5461

Michael King Staunton VA 24401-6540

Rhonda Bradley Crossville TN 38555-1408

Meredith Elliott Oakland CA 94619-3315

Brad Miller Anthony KS 67003-2434

Kathy Kroll Stroudsburg PA 18360-2315

Joanne Stephens Kamloops BC V2B 4S8

Jonathan Povill Topanga CA 90290-3538

Beverly Williamson-Pecori McKees Rocks PA 15136-1063

Stacie Charlebois SEBASTOPOL CA 95472-2928

Fay Bracken Naples FL 34108-1808

Susan Thurairatnam North Olmsted OH 44070-4142

Marianne Frusteri Rocky River OH 44116-2750

Kristie O'Keefe Lambertville NJ 08530-3525

Tami Palacky Springfield VA 22153-2021



Stephanie Zaccagnini Latrobe PA 15650-0071

Theresa Neill Ogunquit ME 03907-0711

Wendy Bauer San Francisco CA 94112-1835

Wyldecat Jones Hinckley OH 44233-9586

Theresa Lianzi Fort Myers FL 33913-8674

Kristyn MacPhail Littleton CO 80123-3101

Jamesk Hadcroft Falmouth MA 02540-2912

Christine Ostopoff Philadelphia PA 19148-3912

George Argy Pembroke Pines FL 33024-3529

Diana Keyser Carbondale CO 81623-1587

Tanya Taylor Rougemont NC 27572-8548

Meg Gilman Portsmouth NH 03802-0584

Jessica Gawlik Angola IN 46703-5154

Alysha Edelman Freeport NY 11520-3016

Joyce Boettcher Minneapolis MN 55407-3016

Tracy Eve Columbia MD 21046-1244

Karol Bryan Lake Worth FL 33467-3522

Bonnie Farmer Alexandria VA 22310-1749

Ann Stickel South Haven MI 49090-7771

Jennifer Thomas Ferndale MI 48220-2405

Anne Jackson Morgantown PA 19543-0516

Edwin Aiken Sunnyvale CA 94087-2445

Debra Cameron Edgewood NM 87015-8273

Elizabeth Duvert Bergheim TX 78004-1916

Carol McArdell El Jebel CO 81623-9839

Manuela Hoch Newton Center MA 02459-2880

Brigid Moreno Woodside NY 11377-2036

Darlene Balzan Pleasanton CA 94588-3085

Mary Morano Melbourne FL 32935-7157

Nanette Oggiono Upton MA 01568-1424

Judy Walker North Andover MA 01845-5084

Marketa Anderson Lebanon OH 45036-9786

Hatti Iles Woodstock NY 12498-2028

Bob532@Aolcom Lombardi Brooklyn NY 11234-5612

Mitch Cholewa Mesa AZ 85213-2254

Anne Randolph Yellow Springs OH 45387-0523

Jolie Misek Olympia WA 98513-9422

Bj Alexis Rockford IL 61103-4163

Tresa Hibben Tucson AZ 85750-6048

Patty Morris Lawrenceville GA 30046-3108

Rey Villegas Port Angeles WA 98362-9154

Gay Goden Euclid OH 44119-1732

Carla Morin Peoria AZ 85382-5197

Charles Calhoun San Francisco CA 94115-3310

Mary Jane Gibson Edmonds WA 98026-3517

Hilary Capstick Tallahassee FL 32303-5110

Tina Brenza Goleta CA 93117-1717

Deborah Fox Denver CO 80204-5805

Mr. L. Laurie Toner Brighton MA 02135-2951

Susan Jackson Bethesda MD 20816-2645

John Gregg Santa Cruz CA 95062-3506

Karen Cappa Rohnert Park CA 94928-5002

Claudette Kulkarni Pittsburgh PA 15206-1625

Jon Krueger Jackson MI 49201-9607



Jonathan Mitchell Madison AL 35757-8428

William Sharfman New York NY 10024-6508

Lindsey Baldewicz Cudahy WI 53110-1512

Gabriel Gardner Lakewood CA 90712-3413

P Hickey Millersville MD 21108-1614

Thomas Nelson Lansdowne PA 19050-1304

April Peterson Westminster CO 80005-1659

Carl Lenhart Brookline MA 02445-3302

Bonnie Cail Russells Point OH 43348-9524

Stephen Sacks Fresno CA 93704-2366

Earl Grove East Canton OH 44730-1010

Kevin Bickers Atlantic Beach FL 32233-4118

James Long Lake Worth FL 33461-2426

Rolf Jacobson Saint Paul MN 55116-4408

Shani S Ozone Park NY 11417-1418

Leah Hallow Indianapolis IN 46202-2347

Friend of Defenders Sacramento CA 95841-3215

Judith Maron-Friend Portland OR 97220-5630

Sue Strickland West Hills CA 91307-3210

Christina Hewitt Boynton Beach FL 33426-5470

Sue Haebig Wausau WI 54403-6807

Susan Babbitt Philadelphia PA 19107-6146

Susan Goldman Huntington NY 11743-3022

Richard Han Ann Arbor MI 48105-1403

Aaron Ucko Rockville MD 20850-5880

Barbara Huggins Aurora CO 80010-3423

Ashlee Caul Clinton PA 15026-1121

Ellen Rice Brunswick ME 04011-7840

Adam Cooper New York NY 10014-2855

Keri Mallon Dallas TX 75228-2720

Daniel Kurz Monroe NJ 08831-6682

Steven Schoenberg Los Angeles CA 90035-2637

Glenn Hufnagel Buffalo NY 14215-1612

Paul Schmalzer Titusville FL 32780-7536

Don Faia Aptos CA 95003-5884

Andrea Kraus West Hollywood CA 90069-2703

Avra Leigh Rockingham VA 22802-2702

Chris Worcester Reno NV 89509-3888

Joseph Buhowsky San Ramon CA 94582-4865

Joe Roy Burlington MA 01803-2009

Greg Sells Austin TX 78741-6942

Marion Kaselle North Branch NY 12766-0093

Dennis Allen Santa Barbara CA 93101-1291

Lorraine Foster Portland OR 97202-6533

Jennifer Spencer San Diego CA 92119-3332

Tiffanyvon Higgins Hudson NY 12534-1853

Ron McCutcheon Brookpark OH 44142-1033

Susan Watts-Rosenfeld Riverside CA 92506-5843

Anne Veraldi San Francisco CA 94110-1631

Donna Steele Flagstaff AZ 86001-1440

Lorraine Poor Boise ID 83706-5435

Elizabeth Seltzer Brookhaven PA 19015-3309

Pamela Askew Dallas TX 75214-3155

Sharon Paltin Laytonville CA 95454-0018



Joseph Shulman San Diego CA 92115-6932

Ryan Davis Burbank CA 91502-1826

Freida Woody Santa Monica CA 90403-1232

Marcia Migdal Hagaman NY 12086-2708

Karen Raccio Maple Grove MN 55311-3934

Tom Hoffman Pearisburg VA 24134-2187

Mary Murgo Aventura FL 33160-2119

T Logan Austin TX 78704-8706

Christine Biela Gastonia NC 28056-3900

Susan Mufson New York NY 10011-3044

Louise Kane Eastham MA 02642-3422

Dan Pongallo Lakewood OH 44107-5735

Chris Magallon Carlsbad CA 92011-4705

Teresa Giganti Miami FL 33144-3931

Phyllis Wald Gillette NJ 07933-1345

Patricia Luck Johns Island SC 29455-3252

Billy Klock Fort Worth TX 76112-5711

Peggy Fugate Oxford OH 45056-9246

Alicia Jackson Vallejo CA 94591-4114

Christina Ciesla Simi Valley CA 93063-0214

Michael Seckendorf Carmel NY 10512-6002

Polly McClendon Topton NC 28781

Dee Morris Medford MA 02155-1740

Margaret Erickson Chicago IL 60657-1553

Ivette Aguayo Bronx NY 10473-3409

Elaine Halay Ossining NY 10562-6005

Robin Soletzky Phoenix AZ 85053-2701

Michelle Unger Portland OR 97209-2093

David Klingel Pinckney MI 48169-9016

Yamira Thompson Cape Coral FL 33990-1753

Pj Breslin Rifle CO 81650-2410

Linda Tabb North Hills CA 91343-3720

Vicki Call Santee CA 92071-1844

Deborah Johnson Moorpark CA 93021-3501

Gary Jones san marino CA 91108-2640

Patricia Baley Las Vegas NV 89121-4920

Sylvia Lewis-Gunning Thousand Oaks CA 91320-4111

Cindy Shoaf Salisbury NC 28146-7534

Davidb Chandler Newark DE 19711-2550

Rex Miller Boone NC 28607-4305

Patty Langford De Berry TX 75639-2939

Carolyn Kelso Santa Cruz CA 95062-4938

Dave Ruud Portland OR 97231-1429

martha jaegers St. Louis MO 63116-2752

Julie Dunn Silver Spring MD 20906-1809

Nina Berry Van Nuys CA 91405-1426

Jason Triest Oconto WI 54153-9497

Elvia De Angelis Mexico D.F. 4500

Claude Robert Shefford QC J2M 1S3

Cindy Trahan-Liptak Rutland MA 01543-1366

Kathleen Querner Springboro OH 45066-9363

Gene Burke Woodland Hills CA 91365-0095

Douglas McCormick Coto De Caza CA 92679-4123

Janet Friend of Defenders Bridgeport CT 06606-3941



Alex Sweitzer Lemont IL 60439-4023

k g Orting WA 98360-0449

Linda Morgan San Pablo CA 94806-3767

Patrick Houser Carmel Valley CA 93924-9385

Anne LaBouy Delavan WI 53115-1754

Stephanie Huntington Denver CO 80207-3847

Ralph Bocchetti Arcadia CA 91007-7151

Susan Messerschmitt Biddeford ME 4005

Eve McGregor Rego Park NY 11374-1159

Nina Ninettevolk Anchorage AK 99518-1565

Glen Williams Weed CA 96094-9225

Sarah Rose Coram NY 11727-1619

Suzanne Zoubeck Huntington Station NY 11746-1035

simo leiss lloret de mar PA 17310

Tanya Glasser Louisville CO 80027-2110

Nancy Landerson Ashland OR 97520-1549

Mary Echristman Buck Hill Falls PA 18323-0108

Linda Swan Snohomish WA 98291-0224

Elizabeth Starr Elverson PA 19520-9411

Rita Meuer Madison WI 53704-1477

Janice Cashell Bethlehem CT 06751-1721

Carolyn Kalmus Pompano Beach FL 33064-3241

Lindy Katz Montreal QC H4V 3A4

Renate Dolin Malibu CA 90265-5347

Chris Seaton Santa Barbara CA 93101-4651

Dan Fogarty Santa Rosa CA 95409-3840

Liz Simpson Pinellas Park FL 33782-5905

Anne Gricevich Edwardsville IL 62025-2317

Sue Halligan Woodbury MN 55125-9291

Nancy Feuerbacher Tucson AZ 85749-9790

Caitilin Kane Dell Rapids SD 57022-2012

Laura Lieberman Lovettsville VA 20180-0313

Phil Hanson Salem OR 97301-4124

Robin Lee Salinas CA 93906-1353

Jack Harrower Armonk NY 10504-1246

Gunter Wendland Dunnellon FL 34432-2424

Meredith Diamond Atlanta GA 30324-4248

Roz Goldstein Greenbrae CA 94904-1106

David Cleveland Santa Barbara CA 93106-0001

Katherine Nelson Kent WA 98031-3166

Kim Hurschik Plainfield IL 60586-6195

Michael Pound Kansas City MO 64133-3570

Sharon Hamilton Simi Valley CA 93063-1078

Elizabeth Bryant Meridian ID 83642-8128

Richard Tidd East Greenbush NY 12061-3501

Faye Keogh Berkeley CA 94705-1329

Stacie Wooley Cypress TX 77433-3245

Karen Chinn Cloverdale CA 95425-5457

Sue Remaley New Castle PA 16101-2348

Bernice Smith Sunrise FL 33351-5322

Suzanne Royer Loveland CO 80537-6719

Dorothy Battle Lisle IL 60532-2863

Jerell Lambert Austin TX 78748-5122

Lisa Jacobson TALLAHASSEE FL 32304-1320



Carla Davis Corte Madera CA 94925-1742

Ann & Dan Green Stowe VT 05672-4998

Logan Welde Philadelphia PA 19122-4312

Anita Williams Beloit WI 53511-6305

Marybeth Kensicki Collegeville PA 19426-4170

Kurt Gross San Diego CA 92176-6898

Deborah Alderson Rising Sun IN 47040-8981

Nancy Edmondson Atlanta GA 30327-4067

Gloria DeSalvo Santa Rosa CA 95403-8066

George Novey Crozet VA 22932-3102

Donna Rasmussen Greenville WI 54942-8808

Marina Barry New York NY 10033-1163

Jeff Gearding Lexington KY 40502-6600

Eric Nylen Bethesda MD 20814-4060

Elsie Zecchino Howell NJ 07731-1358

Paulette Heath Los Angeles CA 90041-1545

Terry Helman Owings Mills MD 21117-8203

Carol Collins Dover DE 19904-5823

James Sorrells Minneola FL 34715-7779

Jeff Levy Oakland CA 94602-2424

Kathy Wolf Saint Louis MO 63146-3809

Jan Vaughan Seguin TX 78155-9625

Tom Nash Rohnert Park CA 94928-1550

Alice Sedy Chicago IL 60659-5005

Bonnie Ricca Berkeley CA 94703-1281

Eva Landeo New York NY 10024-1932

Monica Mabry conway AR 72034-3956

Cathy Wyatt Bainbridge Island WA 98110-1366

Vincent Rusch Schenectady NY 12303-2409

Twyla Meyer Pomona CA 91767-1830

Judith Peter Port Charlotte FL 33948-3300

Bill Macartney Reno NV 89509-1357

Richard DeSantis Palm Desert CA 92260-6120

Lauren Schiffman El Cerrito CA 94530-1331

Charles Graver Southampton NJ 08088-1002

Garrett Murphy Oakland CA 94612-2443

Michael Cloud Palmyra NJ 08065-1508

Jeannemarie Denslow Newburgh NY 12550-6115

Mark Friend of Defenders Kirkwood MO 63122-6139

Mario Morales Bronx NY 10451-0101

Donna Fabiano Forestville CA 95436-9385

Peter Wilsnack Seattle WA 98102-5394

Pamela Selwyn Encino CA 91436-1609

Kathryn Riley El Cajon CA 92019-3450

Leon Martell Los Angeles CA 91335-2114

JOSEPH Friend of Defenders Pacific Grove CA 93950-6066

Bill Britton Livermore CA 94550-3617

Andrew Benson Wilmington DE 19808-1619

Cathy Darnell Asheville NC 28815

Stephanie Foster Mesa AZ 85204-7222

Tamara Matz Los Angeles CA 90016-5105

Constance Baughan Jacksonville FL 32211-7615

Emily Lain Urbana IL 61801-6513

Judy Genandt East Dundee IL 60118-3038



Bryan Duncan Davidsonville MD 21035-1613

Sandra Mednis Shorewood WI 53211-1923

Judith Anshin Sacramento CA 95822-1225

AnnMarie Paprocki Blue Mounds WI 53517-9512

Mark Heald Pleasant Hill TN 38578-0284

John Pollard New York NY 10036-6228

Sandrine Godt Los Angeles CA 90046-2542

Mike Racette Palisade CO 81526-9323

Christine Garcia Dickson TN 37055-1792

Marcia Halligan Viroqua WI 54665-8121

Lawrence Ludwicki Farmington Hills MI 48331-1605

DANIEL Friend of Defenders New York NY 10009-8740

Fred Coppotelli Bradenton FL 34209-6771

Mary Bobb Miami FL 33150-1207

Gary Denny Camarillo CA 93012-5602

Meg Martin Tucson AZ 85711-1228

John Mdeddy Miami FL 33176-1060

Donna Lynne Polson Miami Lakes FL 33016-6429

Mark Hargraves Sebastopol CA 95472-9602

Jeff Howe Ft Lauderdale FL 33308-3922

William Rogers Rock Hill SC 29730-3604

Tom Sunlake Bloomington IN 47408-9553

Sara Gann Fairfax VA 22030-1729

Noel Heiser Albuquerque NM 87108-1411

LeeRoy DeJohn Butte MT 59701-2711

Margo Salone Shubuta MS 39360-9201

Steve Troyanovich Florence NJ 08518-1615

Christa Fowler Tampa FL 33604-3323

Valérie Ruchet Lavey None 1892

Ken Epstein Bayside NY 11360-1242

Ricki Newman Newburgh IN 47630-1616

Ian Pepper Ipswich MA 01938-1203

Frank Pilholski Framingham MA 01701-3016

Laura Friend of Defenders Monroe Twp NJ 08831-8720

Michelle Kofler South Deerfield MA 01373-1060

Lorraine Gilmore Santa Fe NM 87508-8837

Adria Defalco Port Washington NY 11050-4027

Paul Eisenberg Bloomington IN 47401-6090

Jennifer Nelson Seattle WA 98133-8027

Christiane Schneebeli Geneva NY 12241

Mana Iluna Bellevue WA 98007-7110

Gail Lytle Turlock CA 95382-2849

Thomas Cannon Haslett MI 48840-8441

William McMullin Oak Park MI 48237-3922

Elaine Dearden Arlington MA 02476-7729

Karyn Barry Waltham MA 02451-7574

Gerald Meslar Edgerton WI 53534-8303

Azael Fernández Mexico City None 11410

Alexandra Jett Royal Oak MI 48073-3563

Sarah Hamilton Canastota NY 13032-4224

Linnell Krikorian Manchester NH 03103-2347

Michelle Zinkus Schuylkill Haven PA 17972-1113

Leslie Winston Redondo Beach CA 90278-2142

Kacey Donston Westlake OR 97493-9705



Carol Jurczewski Riverside IL 60546-2032

Robert Uecker Fort Wayne IN 46808-2574

Maris Cbennett Antioch CA 94509-5720

Stephanie Mory Clarks Summit PA 18411-9437

Bobby P Williamsport TN 38487-0307

Kristin Anderson Corvallis OR 97330-4622

Nigel Bowen Lakeland TN 38002-3986

Linda Pinness Philadelphia TN 37846

Yatrika Shah-Rais Los Angeles CA 90277-4302

Tammie Barnes Aumsville OR 97325-9779

Lesley Jorgensen Santa Fe NM 87501-2716

Marilyn Cochran Mosley Vashon WA 98070-6723

Lynda O'Brien Roswell GA 30075-6725

Kirsten Schelbert Evanston IL 60201-2308

Kay Quackenbush Dunedin FL 34698-6539

Mary Cato Arlington TX 76012-3033

Sean Brandlin Los Angeles CA 90094-3068

Zsanine Friend of Defenders Burbank CA 91504-2702

Joan Quinn Albuquerque NM 87106-1943

Cathie Ernst Scottsdale AZ 85262-8913

Kathy Mouzourakis Westland MI 48185-9617

John Lippiello Morris Plains NJ 07950-1314

Elizabeth Winkler Fenton MO 63026-4229

Larry Backilman Greenlawn NY 11740-1219

Cindy Carter Zebulon NC 27597-7787

Hilary Malyon 7436 NJ 07436-2928

Susan Wizer Austin TX 78748-4052

Robert Rogan Detroit MI 48207-2906

Ben Moore Mountlake Terrace WA 98043-5648

Zachary Todd Long Beach CA 90808-2567

Raymond Mlynczak Horsham PA 19044-1161

Heather Tachna Colorado Springs CO 80919-3950

Colonel Meyer North Port FL 34286-2009

Sarah Sercombe Royal Oak MI 48073-2517

J Stufflebeam Oregon City OR 97045-7812

Lisa Fues Alexandria VA 22301-1519

Bridget Irons Phila PA 19118-3909

Anne Henry Bradenton FL 34209-6767

Hector Bertin Whiteville TN 38075-8419

Rod & Vicki Kastlie San diego CA 921072310

Kathleen Sumida San Diego CA 92120-1333

Maria Barakos Arleta CA 91331-5702

Pam Miller Manteca CA 95337-6524

Jody Baron Broomfield CO 80020-1158

Marilyn Winfield Mount Shasta CA 96067-9216

J Friend of Defenders Fitchburg WI 53711

Frank Cannon So. Lake Tahoe CA 96151-4581

Marla Podesta Stockton CA 95204-5104

Denise Singh Mission Viejo CA 92692-4038

Deborah Golembiewski Cheektowaga NY 14211-2821

Melissa Donley Glen Burnie MD 21060-6971

Jessica Lam Los Angeles CA 90046-2805

Gladys Gonzalez Staten Island NY 10301-1490

D Zucarelli Depew NY 14043-1707



Maria Polverari Oakley CA 94561-3151

Laurence Skirvin Villa Rica GA 30180-4634

Helen Drwinga Apopka FL 32712-2933

Shreeraj Friend of Defenders Seattle WA 98199-2424

Eleanor Navarro Tucson AZ 85712-6655

Rita Warner Greenback TN 37742-2344

Jodi Lazar Chicago IL 60657-3933

Louise Macura West Mifflin PA 15122-2240

Wendy Adams Chandler AZ 85224-1303

Barclay Hauber Pollock ID 83547-5004

Annette Hopkins Saint Louis MO 63123-1928

Courtney Worrall Hampton VA 23666-5568

Wanda Crawford Federal Way WA 98003-4013

Maureen NaDell San Diego CA 92117-5428

Susan Esposito Staten Island NY 10312-2206

Susan McRill Randolph MO 64161-9201

Karen Bennett Garland TX 75042-5116

Judith Schenk Franklin WI 53132-9080

James Parr Bloomington IL 61701-5729

Karen Kindel Canton OH 44718-1123

Roanne Rosenblum Saint Paul MN 55116-2764

Dawn Thorpe Welland ON L3C 7E3

Larry Siglin Coeur D Alene ID 83815-9435

Belinda Colley Azalea OR 97410-0152

Beti Trauth Eureka CA 95503-4749

James Hemm Manahawkin NJ 08050-3718

Lynn Lang Saint Cloud MN 56303-1375

Sheri Zahorsky Saint Louis MO 63116-2251

Aron Shevis Brooklyn NY 11231-1621

Taiya Boni Bremerton WA 98312-1189

Steve Lovelace Wilkeson WA 98396-0245

Joanne Tenney ESCONDIDO CA 92026-1930

Lacey Hicks San Diego CA 92103-1207

Rita McCabe La Grange Park IL 60526-1201

Susan Carey Whitestone NY 11357-3601

Denise Donaldson Cleveland OH 44109-2602

Norma Yasinitsky englewood CO 80113-2924

Jan Kampa Soquel CA 95073-2739

Stephen McMath Laporte CO 80535-9730

Pamela Scott Boulder Creek CA 95006-8543

Michelle Sullivan Los Angeles CA 90027-5548

Rich Hofer Homer Glen IL 60491-8579

Judith Ferrell Elkhart IN 46514-3565

Cathy Bledsoe Portland OR 97225-6947

Evelyn Evans DeFuniak Springs FL 32435

Dawn Harris Kinston NC 28501-6863

Donna Sharp Veneta OR 97487-9688

Laurie McCrink Rancho Santa Fe CA 92067-0190

Linda Gillaspy Reno NV 89506-9717

Alejandra Parapar Key Biscayne FL 33149-1208

Pat Belair Spokane WA 99223-4219

David Cash Boston MA 02118-3618

Susan Brookes Box Hill South Australia None 3128

Todd Smarr Denver CO 80202-1315



Victoria Holzendorf Lake Oswego OR 97034-2381

Lynette Henderson Chatsworth CA 91311-4503

Betty Vanderwielen Seeley Lake MT 59868-8367

Theresa Spina West Babylon NY 11704-5409

Paula Stec Alma MI 48801-9582

Karen Urig Westlake OH 44145-2800

Kim Petersen Jacinto City TX 77029-3009

Ginny Siciliano Delmar NY 12054-4319

Lynda Means Saint Louis MO 63114-4316

Marilynn Harper Media PA 19063-2920

Magnus Friend of Defenders Los Angeles CA 90026-5228

Viktor Hristov Astoria NY 11102

Larry Morningstar Talent OR 97540-7005

Nancy Dollard Uniontown OH 44685-9186

Jean Standish New York NY 10003-8759

Darcy Matthews Durango CO 81301-5740

Harry Corsover Englewood CO 80112-6125

Kim Wood Broomfield CO 80020-5204

Laura Robyn Santa Clara CA 95050-6217

Sara Miller Mukwonago WI 53149-9551

Lester Miller Franklin WI 53132-7705

Valeriya Efimova Jersey City NJ 07302-2760

Paula Loftis Beaufort SC 29907-1184

Larry Cable Redwood City CA 94062-3105

Carter Allen Colorado Springs CO 80923-7616

Susan Richardson Modesto CA 95350-5925

Jenna Chrol Milwaukie OR 97222-2663

Dottie Lee AUSTIN TX 78721-2138

Martha Spencer Brevard NC 28712-6762

Ashlie Jorgensen South Ogden UT 84403-1727

Daniela Martins Vale de Cambra 3730-084

Sharon Handa-Flipse san francisco CA 94131-1034

Vic Bostock Altadena CA 91001-1819

Michael Ebner Alachua FL 32615-6457

Vivian Godbey Chattanooga TN 37405-4612

Jessica Price Madison WI 53704-5369

Cliff Wallis Calgary AB T2J 5V4

Fran Watson Spring Valley CA 91977-5227

Theresa Rice Orlando FL 32828-8019

Betty Winholtz Morro Bay CA 93442-2703

Rick Shreve Weott CA 95571-0011

John Femmer Saint Charles MO 63303-5301

Bobbie Flowers New York NY 10011-5826

Cheryl Watters daytona beach FL 32114-1336

Paul Rubin Tivoli NY 12583-5211

Kathleen Angotti Hagerstown MD 21742-4919

Nancy Schultz Conley GA 30288-1308

Jordan Glass Valhalla NY 10595-2053

Melissa Gregory Frederick MD 21701-6261

Mari Cortina Laguna Hills CA 92653-1137

Donna Bookheimer Douglassville PA 19518-2244

Maureen Oconnor Bronx NY 10463-1260

Jaime Cammarata Philadelphia PA 19145-5830

Patricia Cimino Toms River NJ 08753-4568



Carolyn Marsalek Chicago IL 60657-4338

Peggy Cole Paradise Valley AZ 85253-3054

Rachelle Freelove Lakewood CO 80227-3220

Ann Sandritter Old Bridge NJ 08857-4521

Kim Brown Arnold MO 63010-3629

Dale Ramsey Athens AL 35613-3203

Phyllis White Yorktown VA 23692-4952

Jennifer Hill Westerville OH 43081-1418

Ken Zontek Yakima WA 98908

Michael Paparo Chepachet RI 02814-1806

Sherry Toy Summerfield FL 34491-7770

Laraine Lebron Utica NY 13502-6714

Matthew Humphrey Baltimore MD 21218-4018

Ken Martin Newtown CT 06470-2225

Deeandbob Darst Port Angeles WA 98362-8429

Karla Jespersen Arvada CO 80003-3721

Felicity Devlin Tacoma WA 98406-5839

Janet Rhodes Cathedral City CA 92234-8935

Mike Hlat Buffalo NY 14218-2336

Corinne Morsink San Marcos 8055

Patricia Foster Middletown NY 10940-7450

Roberta Raciti E Atlantc Bch NY 11561-4237

Connie Butler San Clemente CA 92672-3537

Gary Friend of Defenders Portland OR 97219-3833

Tal Saarony Belmont MA 02478-3623

Dwight Fellman st. louis park MN 55426-3069

Ann Roylance Santa Fe NM 87505-5634

Susie Fishman Edwards CO 81632

Tonya Barlow Sunrise FL 33323-5211

Laila Nabulsi Beaver Falls PA 15010-4140

Sonja Thompson Collingswood NJ 08108-1541

Tara Potts AUSTIN TX 78750-3688

Trisha Tenbroeke Portland OR 97267-2245

Judy Simons Sparks NV 89435-0721

Donna Barham Demopolis AL 36732-5826

Glen Wetzel Surprise AZ 85374-5774

Matthew Glinn Harrisburg PA 17112-2100

Johnj Collins Raritan NJ 08869-1301

Gloria Wolfe Florissant CO 80816-9419

Sheila Spencer Haleiwa HI 96712-9637

Ann Hickox Tucson AZ 85741-3153

Jeremy Baptist, PhD Overland Park KS 66207-2021

Penny Gregorich Westerville OH 43081-8061

Corinne Italiano Lynbrook NY 11563-4140

Susan Querze Lawrence MA 01843-2727

Shana Francis Westlake Village CA 91362-4331

Lee W Los Lunas NM 87031-2155

Michele Hryc Maxfield ME 04453-4118

Linda Faso Las Vegas NV 89113-1333

Douglas Sward ELLICOTT CITY MD 21043-6785

Barbara Lee Spicewood TX 78669-0519

Connie Nelson Belleville MI 48111-9375

Deborah Cosentino Sacramento CA 95864-0728

Jessica Andrews Tucson AZ 85718-1207



Jack Strom Caulfield South, Vic None 3162

Christian Comstock Richmond VA 23229-5815

Andrea Smith Williamstown NJ 08094-5450

Barbara Frazer Sacramento CA 95816-3937

Joanne Ennis Rockwood TN 37854-5742

Cate Renner Dayton OH 45403-2316

Ester Harrison Austin TX 78749-3745

Lynn Driessen Appleton WI 54915-1880

Mitzi Rothman Decatur GA 30030-1817

Ashley Martin Plantation FL 33313-5927

Judi Harris Arcadia CA 91007

Steven Crase Antioch CA 94509-1843

Catharine Burns Osawatomie KS 66064-4142

David Griffith Portland OR 97236-2000

Daniel Simon Viola KS 67149-9681

Frosty Chandler Grand Rapids MI 49505-

Vicki Gannon Tucson AZ 85742-8839

Liza Connelly Brookline MA 02445-7731

Tracy Schroepfer Monona WI 53716-3797

Joseph Friend of Defenders Sacramento CA 95821-2827

Paul Collins Hillsborough NC 27278-9395

Tamar Wilson La Jolla CA 92037-2592

Alain Robert Richford VT 05476-1122

Nancy Freedland BIG BEAR CITY CA 92314-2175

Brian Pike Sarasota FL 34231-7479

Tracy McLarnon bogota NJ 07603-1603

Julie Barger Woodridge IL 60517-1518

Jane Church Chapel Hill NC 27517-7207

Margaret Emerson Philadelphia PA 19107-5836

Patricia Poulin Chicago IL 60605-2056

Arlene Dresdale Sunny Isles Beach FL 33160-3981

Denise Torstrick New Albany IN 47150-2414

Miranda Lukatch Park Ridge IL 60068-1062

Jocelyn Brierton San Diego CA 92124-2823

Sue Robbins Hartland WI 53029-8428

Sharrilynne Hall Lafayette IN 47905-8562

Mary Medlar Shrewsbury MA 01545-4022

Nancy Haarmann Geneva FL 32732-9278

Namita Dalal la CA 94024

Elisa Townshend Denver CO 80206-2308

Tammi Turner Issaquah WA 98029-7320

Gabriella Smith Kihei HI 96753-7009

Nicholas Grace Playa Vista CA 90094-4005

Sandi Dahl Phoenix AZ 85050-5433

Doreen Mann Lisbon ME 04250-6040

Douglas Mittelstaedt Jefferson LA 70121-1211

Lori Erbs Acme WA 98220-0050

Ari Meyer Austin TX 78735-6648

George Ross Woodbridge CA 95258-8900

Jason Kemple Alpha NJ 08865-4469

Kathryn Carroll Oakland CA 94611-3003

Catherine Snyder Indianapolis IN 46220-4509

Carrie Mack Livonia MI 48154-2262

Karin Parkswolking Morrison MO 65061-2011



Teri Teed Sylva NC 28779-7118

Janice Horn Lansing IL 60438-3756

Barbara Larson Hammond IN 46324-1933

Angela Kump E Stroudsburg PA 18302-8133

Hannah Salvatore Robesonia PA 19551-9536

Charlene Mcdermott Corrales NM 87048-1814

Dolores Proubasta Fayetteville AR 72701-2536

Stephanie Pedler Belmont MA 02478-2812

Toni Thomas Tucson AZ 85748-2073

Nancy Jacobs Bellevue WA 98005-1210

P Brooks Houston TX 77074-3323

Herschel Flowers kansas city MO 64152-3240

Rita Carlson Eureka CA 95502-3753

Heejoo Lee Oakland CA 94649-0001

Mary Sena Wethersfield CT 06109-2609

Theresa Greco Stoughton WI 53589-2398

Kym Waugh Denver CO 80203-3608

M Komisar Portland OR 97206-1726

Tulsi Milliken Fallbrook CA 92028-4006

Gail Bell Denver CO 80249-8675

Michael Dorer Fremont CA 94538-1248

Carol Brown Gettysburg PA 17325-7590

Sylvia Nachlinger Concord CA 94518-3101

Gabrielle Kayer Hicksville NY 11801-3212

Carol Hollomon Denver CO 80247-1833

Donalyn Gross Springfield MA 01106-1246

Claudia Adamson Fayetteville AR 72703-3958

Leslee Eldard Burke VA 22015-2551

Katie Shoven Stanford CA 94305-1035

Renee Stockdale-Homick Huntingtown MD 20639-3212

Gabrielle Reinhart Kelseyville CA 95451-9705

James Brown Los Angeles CA 90034-6251

Valerie Tarr Trenton NJ 08690-3615

Angel Collier Fairfield IA 52556-0033

Perla Buchsbaum Hewlett NY 11557-1503

Kassie Tellerday Saugerties NY 12477-4543

Carol Reith Wauconda IL 60084-1956

Idelle Steinberg South Pasadena CA 91030-5910

Jen Gray Denver CO 80221-3886

Paula Defelice Richmond CA 94803-2749

Peggy Delaney Warwick RI 02886-6800

Holly Graves Dearborn MI 48124-4455

Susan Lindell Milwaukee WI 53207-3009

Kevin Czaja Dorchester Center MA 02124-3818

Sharron Laplante Tolland CT 06084-0886

Michelle Schuhmann Sacramento CA 95820-4039

Taryn Braband Agoura CA 91301-2937

Ron Macarthur Port Orchard WA 98366-3830

Brenda Lee Wappingers Falls NY 12590-3016

Theo Ostler Houston TX 77027-7024

Linc Cole Key West FL 33040-4105

Stephen Hart Staten Island NY 10312-6631

Bryan Niedelson Chicago IL 60657-2906

Nicholas Genera Federal Way WA 98003-7345



Edna Schoenberg Athol MA 01331-3002

Karina Andreasen Sandy UT 84092-7152

Lorrie Scott Naples FL 34113-3340

David Redensky Factoryville PA 18419-9596

Jamie Friend of Defenders Englewood NJ 07631-1752

Morgan Clark South Orange NJ 07079-1829

Kay Olan Wilton NY 12831-1255

Barbara Benson Cedar Point NC 28584-8047

Allie Yungclas Uvalde TX 78801-4060

Donald Barker Kitty Hawk NC 27949-3209

Todd Zachritz Evansville IN 47711-2519

Mary Ellis Bloomington IN 47401-9371

Catherine McNamara Orlando FL 32828-7324

Lois Jordan Tucson AZ 85749-9639

Keith Cowan Seattle WA 98126-3642

Jill Biedka Dillon CO 80435-8402

Karen Day Greenfield NH 03047-4117

Carole Osborn Winsted CT 06098-1209

Robert Greenboam Port Orange FL 32128-7393

Toby Dunbar Kaslo BC V0G 1M0

David Worley Reno NV 89512-4527

Sandra Lane Houston TX 77043-4718

Roger Kegley Abingdon MD 21009-1552

Abigail Gindele Portsmouth NH 03801-3612

Denys Cope Santa Fe NM 87507-2727

Andrea Neal Cortland NY 13045-2327

Jean Durbin Cincinnati OH 45243-2511

Bridget Nelson Sebastian FL 32958-8152

Alfredo Ocasio Ronkonkoma NY 11779-5526

Elizabeth Smith Kansas City MO 64138-5136

Mark Glasser Los Angeles CA 90066-3202

Robert Myers Chapel Hill NC 27517-2506

Jennifer Miller Elkton MD 21921-2403

Kim Vespa Tehachapi CA 93561-6314

Kathy Martinez Greenwood Village CO 80121-1213

Lev Vyshedsky New York NY 10040-2722

Lisa Knight Harrisonburg VA 22801-3438

Janet Orlando Seattle WA 98105-3145

Brian Yanke Madison WI 53719-2561

Stephanie Buresh King William VA 23086-3525

Lodiza Lepore Bennington VT 05201-2225

Julie Friend of Defenders West Dennis MA 02670-2123

William Stone Austin TX 78757-2724

Alison Taylor Los Angeles CA 90069-1706

Florence Segalot New York NY 10021-2642

Suzanne Hamer Woodinville WA 98072-6611

Scott Burger Richmond VA 23220-6514

Lynn Slonaker Pawling NY 12564-3429

Francois Delagiroday Sandy UT 84093-2820

Lonna Richmond muir beach CA 94965-9754

Susan Birch Columbia MD 21045-2440

Inken Purvis Longmont CO 80504-1743

Theresa Sullivan Poulsbo WA 98370-8066

Jill Robison Houston TX 77077-3109



Alexis Kaplan North Bend WA 98045-0667

Theresa Russell West Fork AR 72774-2817

Necole Cook Salem VA 24153-5648

Angela O'Neill Markham ON L3P 7N7

Elaine Becker Roanoke VA 24018-2625

Claudia Longmore Wethersfield CT 06109-1340

Lawrence Jimenez Hollywood CA 90068-2234

Jane Bradshaw Atlanta GA 30307-2466

Marylouise Wooldridge Annapolis MD 21403-5120

Macey Mott Jackson WY 83002-6447

Douglas Sedon Jefferson MD 21755-7424

Barbara Behar Bronx NY 10471-3647

Don Bergey Winston Salem NC 27106-4811

Mary Gerken St Petersburg FL 33705-1030

Mostyn Thayer Port Saint Lucie FL 34952-6530

Barbara McVey Hartsdale NY 10530-1055

Bill Christie Tucson AZ 85719-0521

Nan Bowman Ben Lomond CA 95005-9213

Robert Callahan Santa Cruz CA 95060-9784

Daisy Kates Placitas NM 87043-0661

A Lloyd Asheville NC 28805-9756

Bob Rushford Oakdale NY 11769-1724

Diana Cowans Bradenton FL 34209-6786

Charlene Ferguson Otho IA 50569-7559

H Jernquist Millburn NJ 07041-1153

Robert Keller Parsippany NJ 07054-3047

April Jacob North Bergen NJ 07047-5162

Ken Stack Los Angeles CA 90026-2217

Bert Newsom CREST HILL IL 60403-3176

Caprice Wolfer Brighton MI 48114-8772

Carol Lumsden Upland CA 91784-1377

Christie Lum Lorton VA 22079-1718

Nancy Geigerwooten Denver CO 80220-4374

Laurie Estrada Bakersfield CA 93304-1599

Kristin Arioli SHAWNEE KS 66203-1822

Lisa Cash Sherman Oaks CA 91423-2606

Rick O'Bryan los angeles CA 90066-1811

Kathleen Muller-Ogorman Oswego NY 13126-4072

Paulette George Springfield IL 62702-2656

Sharyn Porter Worthington OH 43085-2636

Monica Forsman Corvallis OR 97330-2859

Luanne Crosby Alfred NY 14802-1133

Tim Sanford Durham NC 27707-5513

Pewter Katts Minneapolis MN 55414-2409

bob Friend of Defenders colwyn CA 90210-0800

Jodi Rodar Pelham MA 01002-9770

Paula May Sandusky OH 44870-4859

Angeline Friend of Defenders Albany OR 97322-6425

Gilles Dubois Alexandria ON K0C 1A0

Bill Lastadius Bellevue WA 98005-2941

Wendy Herbert North Branford CT 06471-1825

Kathy Kucaba Chicago IL 60614-1131

Robert Ford Cheyenne WY 82009-4209

Marci McKenna Latham NY 12110-2406



Douglass Owen Arco ID 83213-8752

Quida Jacobs Miami Beach FL 33141-2820

Christie Dillon Mooresville NC 28117-6519

Christine Mermier Albuquerque NM 87108-1003

Yvonne Johnson Utica OH 43080-9686

Laura Kohn Weston MA 02493-2131

Ila Fetterly Rainier OR 97048-4005

Phylis Katz New York NY 10016-2759

Gloria Picchetti Chicago IL 60613-2623

Sandra Benshoff Kent OH 44240-6087

Mary Palladino Clifton Park NY 12065-6821

Joan Beldin Portland OR 97203-1570

Robert Reed Buena Park CA 90620-3205

Valerie Paterson Pocahontas AR 72455-2019

Stephanie Bourdelle Sheffield VT 05866-9781

Stephen Hirsch Spring Lake NJ 07762-1927

Marc Armel Sandy Valley NV 89019-1897

Mary Goudey Newton NJ 07860-6463

Andrea Zemel Chagrin Falls OH 44023

Mary Riley Hoquiam WA 98550-1726

Robert Fingerman Monteagle TN 37356-0977

Beverly Balbuena Chesapeake VA 23320-3517

Christine Vigneri Branchport NY 14418-9700

Julie May Los Angeles CA 90034-1119

Kimberly Seger Kittanning PA 16201-4337

Harry Martin Corvallis OR 97330-9428

Susan Derammelaere Arlington TX 76016-2824

Jan Matonovich Highland IN 46322-1882

Andrea Yarger Hot Springs SD 57747-6037

Hagit Halperin Brooklyn NY 11218-1019

Nancy Friedrich Little Falls NJ 07424-1002

M'Lou Christ Santa Ana CA 92705-2826

Roberta Perkins Oakland CA 94619-0177

Linda Iannuzzi Germantown MD 20874-1153

Fred Karlson Ferndale WA 98248-0334

Judith Hoppe duanesburg NY 12056-2711

Janine Wiehl Mililani HI 96789-2417

Linda Ross Memphis TN 38119-7217

Yoko Mock Lindenhurst NY 11757-3013

Lynn Bengston Belchertown MA 01007-9751

Jeanne Schuster West Covina CA 91791-3531

Kortney Groves Laguna Beach CA 92651-6774

Victoria Kleban Chicago IL 60652-3241

M Lind Vancouver WA 98666-1063

Nicholas Mouzourakis Livonia MI 48154-3618

Zod Schultz San Diego CA 92117-3506

Sandra La Mont Orange TX 77630-3029

Lorna Ferguson East Millinocket ME 04430-1119

Judy Marti San Mateo FL 32187-2465

Michael Chin South San Francisco CA 94080-5333

Thomas Pauley York SC 29745-9360

Carol Emrick Denver CO 80220-1743

David Katz Westminster CO 80021-1633

Charles Warner Fontana CA 92337-0433



Vince L Oviedo FL 32765-7918

Eugenia Grignon Mechanicville NY 12118-3518

Cynthia Hendricks Albuquerque NM 87112-4511

Barbara Wieland Chicago IL 60645-4618

Lynne Burns Buffalo NY 14223-1346

Jerry Eskew Las Vegas NV 89121-3934

Kathleen Nicholas Pittsburgh PA 15239-1708

Sandy Rocheleau Maple Grove MN 55369-4457

Judith Stanbrough Colorado Springs CO 80909-2437

Duane Hartley Indianapolis IN 46236-9709

naomi cohen Forest Hills NY 11375-4325

Marian Williams Valatie NY 12184-0527

Steve Aderhold Fallbrook CA 92088-1135

Walter Krzak New Lenox IL 60451-4045

Betty Schuessler Tucson AZ 85719-5104

Judy Brown Quarryville PA 17566-9155

Susan Selbin Albuquerque NM 87104-5502

Jessica Summers Cohoes NY 12047-2805

Joseph Mangini Westover MD 21871-3567

Brandie Deal Bothell WA 98021-8353

Jessica Lippert Boise ID 83704-7326

Cynthia Neus-Bradley Shoreview MN 55126-2207

Nicole Poston Canton OH 44708-3077

Jean Jensen Graham WA 98338-6738

Pamela Finnegan Lakewood CO 80228-5987

Marisa Landsberg Manhattan Bch CA 90266-6605

Mary Touzinsky Shrewsbury MO 63119-2848

Nina Rao Brooklyn NY 11218-1088

Andrew Fielding Pompton Lakes NJ 07442-0144

Kathy Schatzle Metairie LA 70001-2936

Karin Davies Schaumburg IL 60194-2516

Darilynn McCoy Indianapolis IN 46203-2501

Nobuko Capute Albuquerque NM 87123-2014

Beth Mansbridge St. Augustine FL 32080-6572

Carole Donlon-McAuliffe Wellfleet MA 02667-7233

Ayana Baltrip-Balagas San Francisco CA 94132-2345

Janis Pettigrew San Jose CA 95117-1624

Jack McManus Braintree MA 02184-1161

Amy Scarpinato Delanson NY 12053-2922

Lisa Hammermeister Granada Hills CA 91344-2857

Ronit Corry Santa Barbara CA 93101-4617

Jennifer Eiffert Medford OR 97504-9403

Christopher Smith Birdsboro PA 19508-9224

William McGunagle Spokane WA 99207-4133

Tom Clavin Flagstaff AZ 86004-6228

Heidi Morrell Los Angeles CA 90027-1804

Ashwin Bhouraskar Arlington VA 22207-3153

Shearle Furnish Little Rock AR 72223-9268

Cynthia Romberger Chandler AZ 85225-2664

Randy Harrison Eugene OR 97402-8725

C Busby Watertown TN 37184-4229

Sharon Janson Otisco IN 47163-0133

Morgan Cormia Cliffside Park NJ 07010-3014

Bryan Wishik Norwood NJ 07648-1609



John Murphy Great Falls VA 22066-0036

Claudia Cinardo New York NY 10023-6264

Jennifer Day Concord NH 03303-2070

Dave Scott Cottage Grove OR 974241224

Pam Jaeger Austin TX 78731-1032

Corinne Safille Lancaster CA 93536-7444

Christine Wlaton Cecil PA 15321-1159

RG Friend of Defenders Thousand Oaks CA 91362-1460

Peter Burnett Waterbury CT 06704-1658

Leah Smith Jamaica NY 11432-1239

Stacie Hall Oregon City OR 97045-3461

Edele Heath Englewood CO 80112-4666

L Spears Buffalo NY 14207-1640

Judy McClung WEAVERVILLE NC 28787-8474

Raso Hultgren Missoula MT 59807-8633

Robert Allen Black River Falls WI 54615-5037

Barbara Council Ashland OR 97520-1432

Margaret Walden Sachse TX 75048-6686

Deborah Livingston Austin TX 78757-1835

John Fricovsky Pittsburgh PA 15211-2154

Lennie Lichter Cashton WI 54619-8192

Beth Hall Olympia WA 98501-7137

Elizabeth Golden Topanga CA 90290-0107

Ann Steele West Hartford CT 06107-3704

Amanda Schwartz Sherman Oaks CA 91411-3473

Barbara Chichester South Huntington NY 11746-4306

Marjorie Savage Huntington Beach CA 92647-2542

Susan Schlessinger Port St Lucie FL 34953-3235

Laura Thurman MARYLAND HEIG MO 63043-1958

Daniel Holzman Baraboo WI 53913-9142

Thomasin Kellermann Cumberland RI 02864-6223

Michelle Macy Houston TX 77077-5860

Elaine Picklesimer New Cumberland WV 26047-2624

Nancy Macaulay Glen Gardner NJ 08826-3138

Pat Eberle Escondido CA 92025-7869

Kevin Petty Tempe AZ 85281-6921

Jacquelyn Smith San Francisco CA 94109-7159

Irene Best Lima NY 14485-9751

Adolfo Tapia Calistoga CA 94515-6217

Aidan Humrich Rohnert Park CA 94928-3939

Harold Whitman Bedford Hills NY 10507-1218

David Ledesma San Jose' CA 95128-2521

Janeene Porcher Golden CO 80401-6804

Horace Smith austin TX 78750-8229

Christina Hodges Chesterfield MI 48047-3680

Marcia Johnson SEBASTOPOL CA 95472-5628

Fay Payton College Place WA 99324-1842

William Dolly Mc Alpin FL 32062-2766

David Schillaci Telluride CO 81435-9333

Ann Stratten La Mesa CA 91941-7325

Michele Quinn Portland OR 97232-1911

Susan Nierenberg Teaneck NJ 07666-3024

Terry McDaniel LAKE SAN MARCOS CA 92078-4719

Marilyn Lee FLORENCE AL 35630-1287



Susan Wechsler Corvallis OR 97330-9207

Herman Kagan Ventura CA 93004-2939

jeanne Friend of Defenders slc UT 84106-4011

Ellen Hogarty Kent OH 44240-6361

Sandra Donahue North Andover MA 01845-1322

Lenore Sorensen Kensington CA 94707-1337

Dottie Anklam Baton Rouge LA 70815-5066

Patricia Daniels Spring Valley CA 91977-1123

Larry Mahlis Seattle WA 98115-2205

Nelleke Bruyn Denver CO 80246-1644

Susan Tackett Alexander NC 28701-9663

Michael Ballot Stockton CA 95207-5331

George Palmer Boonton NJ 07005-8905

Helen Cammisa-Parks Boonton NJ 07005-2310

Timothy Spong Houston DE 19954-2037

Babette Bruton gulfport FL 33707-5121

Nora Santana Brooklyn NY 11225-2551

Cindy Kelly Orlando FL 32825-5760

Todd Fletcher Mundelein IL 60060-1917

Sheila Fox st augustine FL 32092-5434

Linda Friend of Defenders Mesa AZ 85208-1250

K. Gee Bountiful UT 84011-0132

Connie King Riverside CA 92508-3520

Phyllis Van Leuven Las Vegas NV 89131-2643

Tomlin A Livonia MI 48150-2441

Teresa Audesirk Steamboat Springs CO 80477

Andrea Barnett Lancaster PA 17601-1361

Justin Small Westfield MA 01085-1923

Karen Hooper Portland OR 97202

Adam Robersmith Simsbury CT 06070-1526

Lynne Preston San Francisco CA 94110-5813

Lawrie MacMillan Modesto CA 95355-7821

Betty David Leawood KS 66206-2530

Yu-Li Ford Chicago IL 60647-0123

Carol-Anne Taddeo Pepperell MA 01463-1279

Judy Lewandowski Oak Creek WI 53154-7609

Martha Mullens Richland Hills TX 76118-5134

Mali S Fairoaks CA 95628

Linda Robbins Rockville MD 20850-1349

Christine Sepulveda Anaheim CA 92802-4778

Julia Gatta Sewanee TN 37375-2020

Chris Hall Glendale CA 91203-1020

Jay Renzello Framingham MA 01702-6163

Robyn Eldridge New York NY 10028-7146

Nancy Brown Black Mountain NC 28711-8805

Janine Moore Waterville ME 04901-5441

Shelley King Vero Beach FL 32966-6413

Linda Rudman New York NY 10025-3533

Steve Schueth Chicago IL 60613-4684

Sarah Richey Chattanooga TN 37404-3949

Aditi Sundarajan McKinney TX 75071-7490

Steven Monk Polk City IA 50226-1183

Michele Ham-Bradaigh Ocean Shores WA 98569

Lynne Lerner Van Nuys CA 91406-5226



Evelyn Lilly Durham NC 27705-2203

Annette Pieniazek Houston TX 77006-1760

Leigh Winn Rochester NY 14609-2939

Shirley Slampa Fort Worth TX 76111-4231

Michael Lee Peoria AZ 85383-6662

Marianne McDermott Falls Church VA 22042-3757

Lorelette Knowles Everett WA 98201-1560

Kelley Price Kirkland WA 98033-8433

Casey Mushkin NORTH READING MA 01864-1450

George Dillmann Ithaca NY 14850-3203

Missy Harris Nashville TN 37205-1604

Liga Auzins Garden Grove CA 92840-5427

James Heller Chicago IL 60645-3216

Tina Bizios Des Moines IA 50320-2768

Brian Huntley Mason City IA 50401-7302

Marcy Wasinski Valparaiso IN 46383-5277

Jessica Hike Friend of Defenders Portland OR 97213-2471

Joann Haddock Lorenzo TX 79343-3532

Shari McCormick Saint Louis MO 63136-4746

Jennifer Jelinek Janesville WI 53545-4208

Jennifer Cunningham Aurora IL 60506-2810

Victoria Jensen Santa Monica CA 90405-2443

Sally Hodson Olga WA 98279-0409

Jurissah Naive Beaverton OR 97003-3811

Pam Jiranek Earlysville VA 22936-9218

Carol Berkeley Boxford MA 01921-1841

Lynn Kernfeld San Rafael CA 94903-1330

Tina Clark Moore SC 29369-9126

Sidney Mitchell Dover Foxcroft ME 04426-1330

Sarah Reese Camp Hill PA 17011-2049

Marty Clancy Tigard OR 97128-9568

Rebecca Voss Austin TX 78753-2942

Cyndie Chapman Rossford OH 43460-1539

Adina Parsley Stanwood WA 98292-7843

Javier Rivera Brooklyn NY 11249-5128

Emily Boliver Laurel MS 39443-9711

Stephanie Canada Austin TX 78757-7057

Carolyn Vanini Clichy-Sous-Bois CA 93390

Valerie Crawford Nashville TN 37221-2445

Maria Gritsch Los Angeles CA 90046-1820

Janet Brinker Reading PA 19607-9701

Ira Gerard-Dibenedetto South Elgin IL 60177-3049

Joyce Frohn Oshkosh WI 54901-2967

Greg Puppione Honolulu HI 96826-5245

Michelle Kretzer Clearwater FL 33760-1345

Catharine Cousins N.Hollywood CA 91606-5027

Melissa Gieseking Evans GA 30809-3876

Marion Barry Loomis CA 95650-8875

Ken Lesem Burlington VT 05408-1019

Harold Robinson Talladega AL 35160-3359

Pam Nolan Wilton Manors FL 33311-3935

Margaret Beels New York NY 10025-8401

Nichole Diamond Parsippany-Troy Hills NJ 07054-1717

Roscoe DeMars Port Hueneme CA 93041-1914



Debi Farmer New Lisbon NJ 08064-0144

Susan Swiss Hopatcong NJ 07843-1736

Jay Rose Woodbridge VA 22193-3239

Tanya Teneyuque Houston TX 77004-1402

Teena Wildman New York NY 10016-9017

Gretchen Messer Cedar Mountain NC 28718-9118

Mary Alexander Sierra Vista AZ 85635-5809

Paige Harrisonrn New York NY 10024-1223

Carol Patterson Eureka Springs AR 72632-9812

Kirsten Kuhre-Holmquist Atalissa IA 52720-0205

Louise Friend of Defenders Holbrook NY 11741-1321

Ryan Strempke-Durgin Cedar Rapids IA 52402-5313

Andrea Kaufman Guerneville CA 95446-9662

Jane Hanfman Columbia MD 21044-3946

Marya Zanders Centerville IA 52544-3036

Patsy Dileo Tarrytown NY 10591-6103

Jessica Cresseveur New Albany IN 47150-2593

Bonnie Friend of Defenders Pasadena CA 91115-5093

Susan Cohen Washington DC 20008-4701

Denise Ambuske North Tonawanda NY 14120-2838

Jillian Gebert Amityville NY 11701-3626

Christine Angeles Burlingame CA 94010-5667

Linnea Mensching Marquette MI 49855-3005

Julie Knoll Box Elder SD 57719-2023

Patricia Packer Scotia NY 12302-3905

Brenda Kroupa Rockville VA 23146-1721

Debbie Thorn Kirkland WA 98033-4818

Tracey Kleber Shillington PA 19607-9365

Amy Kiba Vancouver WA 98685-1339

Jon Eklund Upper Montclair NJ 07043-1440

Debora Ley Falls Church VA 22046-2537

Yolanda Pena Whitefish MT 59937-0482

Ann Hinshaw Dallas TX 75218-1149

Rebecca Muzychka Fort Lauderdale FL 33304-4713

Arlene Saretsky Valencia CA 91354-1882

April Warwick Anchorage AK 99504-3724

Robbie Leatham Boise ID 83705-3006

April Rogers Severn MD 21144-3508

Kathy Spritzer Missoula MT 59808-1041

Lois Starck Louisville TN 37777-4106

Dena Schwimmer Los Angeles CA 90019-2407

Pamela Reed Aloha OR 97078-4113

Kristie Hallstrom Brook Park MN 55007-4645

Christopher Quillen Vacaville CA 95688-9646

Steve Deutsch Berkeley CA 94705-1830

Amado Nunez Miami Gardens FL 33056-3431

Rhonda Hughes Camdenton MO 65020-3919

Nicole Von Holt Loveland CO 80537-6198

Judy Moran Panama City FL 32404-5312

Christina Williams Arnoldsville GA 30619-2615

Alfred Lindem Cary NC 27513-5570

Kristin Schroeder Bloomington IN 47404-1105

Anna Jones Simpsonville SC 29681-4334

Theresa Corrigan Sacramento CA 95820-4148



Katy Joe San Francisco CA 94122-4705

Rhea Damon Calabasas CA 91302-1966

Kathy Walker Lehigh FL 33936-6356

Beth Angel East Hampton CT 06424-1356

Sandra Dubois Furlong PA 18925-1043

Alexandra Tumarkin White Plains NY 10605-1119

Julia Charek Wadsworth OH 44281-9575

Tara Cole Chevy Chase MD 20815-

Patricia Munn Seaville NJ 08230-1505

Howard Iwahashi West Caldwell NJ 07006-8122

Ellen Grossman Chicago IL 60614-4733

Donna O'Neil Langhorne PA 19053-3212

Margaret McGinnis Hull MA 02045-3126

Laurel E. Friend of Defenders Toronto ON M4Y 1B3

Christine Devlin Dunn Loring VA 22027-1166

Genny Hoyle Bonners Ferry ID 83805-8578

Cree Ganmoryn Ocala FL 34480-8122

Susan Jenkins Fayetteville AR 72703-2508

Christopher Knipes Camas WA 98607-9314

Judith Lindsey Candia NH 03034-2015

Fran Grady Johnstown NY 12095-1128

Chrys Morris Wampum PA 16157-2411

Allen Dean Houston TX 77035-3428

Susan Pfeifer Marlborough MA 01752-1094

Evan Sederquest Chester NH 03036-4113

Myra Berario castaic CA 91384-4323

Sasha Silverstein Brooklyn NY 11217-3747

Jeanne Sheffer Stafford NY 14143-9552

Laurette Culbert Seattle WA 98107-3410

Carole Desmedt Newtown PA 18940-2803

K Paul TREVOSE PA 19053-6521

Mary Reed Lancing TN 37770-2695

Wendy Bogle Burlington NJ 08016-3810

Carol Gelfand Pittsburgh PA 15237-3718

Barbara Ocskai Snohomish WA 98290-2986

Susan Nowicki Woodridge IL 60517-7570

Kim Rendigs Falmouth MA 02540-2813

Gail Amshel Pittsburgh PA 15238-1521

Joseph Boone San Luis Obispo CA 93401-2606

Michelle Thrower Colorado Springs CO 80925-1106

Rhetta Walter Monument CO 80132-2910

Katharine Greenebaum reseda CA 91335-4100

Laurel Starr Golden CO 80401-4809

Julie Torquati Lincoln NE 68502-4148

Greg Romero Austin TX 78751-2537

Joyce Schwartz Altamonte Springs FL 32714-1335

Paula Kwakenat Bloomington MN 55438-2189

Jeffrey Sanders Evanston IL 60203-1627

Emma Crane New London NH 03257-5547

Suzanne Florin Buffalo City WI 54622-7204

Esther Weaver Highland NY 12528-2716

Jan Ackerman Saint Paul MN 55124-7142

Joan Murtagh Takoma Park MD 20912-6421

Thomas Tripp Fort Collins CO 80524-6415



Rob Jankowski Kingman AZ 86401-8650

Vonnie Iams Poway CA 92064-2040

Jerry Stillings Mulberry IN 46058-9579

Ed Quigley Muscle Shoals AL 35661-5426

Crista Worthy Boise ID 83714-9457

S Batchelor Bryan TX 77803-7016

Brenda Johnson Juneau AK 99801-7219

Kathy Bilicke Scher Los Angeles CA 90069-1344

Janna Piper Portland OR 97293-5072

Alexandre Kaluzhski San Diego CA 92128-4276

Betsey Porter Minneapolis MN 55431-2926

Howard McCoy Centreville MD 21617-2358

C Burns Abiquiu NM 87510-0652

Sally Neary Kent WA 98031-2673

James Majors Greenville SC 29609-1518

Paul Feschuk Dallas TX 75230-4222

Timothy Lawnicki Long Beach CA 90806-1465

Nadine Kouba Saint Louis MO 63129-1804

Georgia Shankel Chicago IL 60624-2953

Karen Bravo Park Ridge IL 60068-4916

Charles Wolfe Sylmar CA 91342-1401

Gloria Aguirre Castaic CA 91384-2518

Joel DeStefano Ridge NY 11961-1158

Melissa Cleaver Houston TX 77065-3224

Shirley Harris Willits CA 95490-8536

Verlaine Halvorsen Minnetonka MN 55345-1241

Gretchen Rowe Bend OR 97703-9008

Lela Perkins EVERETT WA 98208-8800

Leticia Lamagna Brooklyn NY 11238-4444

Susan Petrella Fullerton CA 92831-4802

Ordell Vee Madelia MN 56062-1901

Brenda Haddock Indianapolis IN 46231-4234

Dottie Lavine Zebulon NC 27597-2135

J. Cooper Beaverton OR 97005-4583

Vicki Dechiazza Kennebunkport ME 04046-0680

Kathy Watt Dallas TX 75218-2823

Steven Tracy Gastonia NC 28054-6442

David Nikkel Fayetteville NC 28303-4341

Liz Reed Lake Villa IL 60046-5409

Steve Wozniak Encinitas CA 92024-4714

Wendy Friend of Defenders Apache Junction AZ 85119-3739

Dana Landis San Francisco CA 94102-5022

Mark Askren Riverside CA 92504-1936

Ted Kirby Lexington MA 02421-8105

Mark Shinkle Loveland CO 80537-6888

Karl Fickling Grand Prairie TX 75052-8341

Evelyn Trevethan Napa CA 94559-2133

Mary White Tucson AZ 85718-4830

Cari Chenkin Citrus Heights CA 95610-3823

Steven Shroder Lakeside MI 49128-9167

Kathryn Paddock Santa Monica CA 90405

Cheryl Morris St. Louis MO 63109-2839

W Jansen Bethesda MD 20814-2914

Joanna Vintilla Seattle WA 98133-8113



Cindy Beckley Oakland CA 94618-1217

Georgeanne Ford Mesa AZ 85210-8329

Virgie Smith Yucca Valley CA 92284-1360

Margaret Franklin Collierville TN 38017-1956

Steve Cunningham Memphis TN 38112-1718

Edwin Hollowell Mobile AL 36608-1801

Michael Garitty Nevada City CA 95959-8515

Annette Straubinger Centreville VA 20121-3072

Janet Habib Marietta GA 30062-5187

Sandra Franz Chicago IL 60657-1551

John Bush Coatesville PA 19320-2071

Carole Pickworth-Campbell New Albany OH 43054-8059

Dave Griswold Ft Lauderdale FL 33315-1909

Bev Glueckert Missoula MT 59802-2636

Joan Yater Alexandria VA 22308-2123

Amy Cervene Highlands Ranch CO 80129-6606

Kristy Rotermund Nevada City CA 95959-9032

Joel Kay Milwaukie OR 97222-4362

Nancy Carron Spring TX 77373-6748

Kathyturner Kathyturner Clearfield PA 16830-3204

Ariel Leibowitz Santa Fe NM 87506-2193

Colleen Curtis Bellingham WA 98229-8900

R. Myers Troutville VA 24175-7288

Roberta Stern Oakland CA 94618-1532

Linda Avinger Bellingham WA 98226-9510

Pela Tomasello Santa Cruz CA 95062-2543

Sharon Fetter Puyallup WA 98371-0054

Ellen Walsh Gulf Breeze FL 32561-4220

Lauretta Roche Flemington NJ 08822-1744

Simone Siebert Cardiff CA 92007-2002

Lisa Gherardi Los Gatos CA 95032-5422

Claudine Strazza New York NY 10025-3084

Allen Salyer Troy MI 48085-5022

Tony Menechella Frankfort KY 40601-9663

Stephen Heinzelman Pittsford NY 14534-2863

Pj Maceo Austin TX 78757-2124

Kevin Ryle Wilmington MA 01887-1709

Carole Henry Seabeck WA 98380-8820

Skip Shaputnic San Diego CA 92111-5451

John and Kathleen Sailer Port Townsend WA 98368-3058

Carolyn Riddle Austin TX 78758

Jason Fish Fair Oaks CA 95628-3228

Jeff Komisarof Potomac MD 20854-3135

Michele Mcferran bend OR 97702-3348

Lorraine Kay Seattle WA 981253231

Susan Mullins Bloomfield NJ 07003-3021

Carolyn Massey Quincy IL 62301-2302

Frances Gallagher Plainville CT 06062-1343

Barbara Poland La Crescenta CA 91214-2007

Robin Lorentzen Caldwell ID 83607-9326

Terry Percival Topeka KS 66614-3639

Brandi McCauley Des Moines IA 50312-1245

Joan Yanicke Lebanon PA 17042

Janie Martinez Cypress TX 77429-2553



Jane Flynn Woodland Hills CA 91364-4541

Patricia Mallery Marble Falls TX 78654-3656

Theresa Galante Fort Myers FL 33912-9146

Shonda Hannah Woodstock GA 30188-3202

Rachel Andersen Kenosha WI 53143-4845

L Allen Snyder NY 14226-4360

Victoria Grayland Kenmore WA 98028-2010

Mick Friend of Defenders Astoria OR 97103-1205

Ray Marinello Phelan CA 92371-8520

Maureen Gibson Chicago IL 60608-6033

Tamar Sautter Great Falls MT 59405-7935

Starr Crabtree Ojai CA 93023-2420

Pat Lovell Sweetwater TX 79556-8529

Bhalin Singh Venice CA 90291-2944

Christiane Leslie Green Valley AZ 85614-2407

Lori Rodriguez Garland TX 75041-1431

Tami Sandaker Aurora CO 80011-4704

Anita Biedermann Horicon WI 53032-1554

Katharine Friend of Defenders El Cerrito CA 94530-1813

Joseph Coughlin Peyton CO 80831-0012

Daniel Tumpson Hoboken NJ 07030-3797

Dawn Zelinski Middletown NJ 07748-3057

Mary Neptune Vancouver WA 98683-3908

Deborah Perkins Indianapolis IN 46221-2929

Aixa Fielder Los Angeles CA 90028-5747

Jan Modjeski Murrells I Nlet SC 29576-4321

Elaine Lindsey Jacksonville FL 32216-9318

James Graham Phoenix AZ 85044-4833

Katrina Ryan Chicago IL 60616-6191

Barbara Hargenrater San Pedro CA 90731-5329

Patricia Mcdonald Winter Park FL 32792-5009

dave delson boca raton FL 33487-1499

Mary Sajdak Belvidere IL 61008-6464

Colin Donohue Yucca Valley CA 92284-1953

Stephanie Lazorchak Cincinnati OH 45244-3613

Kenneth Lapointe Los Angeles CA 90031

Ed Carter Winlock WA 98596-9745

Stanley Charles Fort Mill SC 29715-7074

Edwyna Rennie Alhambra CA 91803-3419

Karen O'Donnell EAGLE MOUNTAIN UT 84005-4599

Barbara Becker Melville NY 11747-0505

Leslye Evans Corpus Christi TX 78410-6014

Estela Moreno-Bosketti Chestnut Ridge NY 10977-6148

Kate Goetz Chicago IL 60645-4307

Jeff Tompkins Brooklyn NY 11238-3822

Carol Masuda CHICAGO IL 60640-5344

Terry Huff Salt Lake City UT 84124-2158

Yazmin Gonzalez Bellflower CA 90706-5820

Katharyn Reiser Austin TX 78704-2604

Linda Fighera New Rochelle NY 10805-2240

Deborah Perrero Mountainair NM 87036-0957

Robert Blaskopf Landing NJ 07850-1027

Nancy Haskett Modesto CA 95356-0721

Karin Priefert Papillion NE 68046-4145



Peter Schreiner III Port Orange FL 32129-7513

Paul Bechtel Redlands CA 92373-5940

Diane Shifrin Liberty TN 37095-3564

Peggy Van Patten Cotati CA 94931-5157

Lisa Shore Clear Creek IN 47426-0094

Rory Cameron Chippewa Falls WI 54729-1817

Debra Knapp Muskegon MI 49441-6407

Jane Jolivette Antioch CA 94509-1739

Melchor Apodaca Denver CO 80203-2526

Patricia Lauer Signal Hill CA 90755-6013

Donna Provance Apex NC 27539-8851

Rosemary Futrovsky North Potomac MD 20878-2565

Rose Jimenez Miramar FL 33029-2403

Roxann Carmean Payson AZ 85541-4243

James Dudzinski Reno NV 89509-3807

Shirley Wooden Rockford IL 61103-1524

Jim Elliott Encinitas CA 92024-5230

Jane Hoagfelt Wood dale IL 60191-2147

Holly Adams Hunt NY 14846-9775

Dawn Francisco Huntington Beach CA 92647-8804

Tarra Symons San Carlos CA 94070-1517

Greg Sletten New Richmond OH 45157-9553

Richard Hartman Morristown NJ 07960-5136

Deborah Straker Lawrence MA 01843-2060

Martin Horwitz San Francisco CA 94122-1608

Judi Oswald Malabar FL 32950-4707

Donna Ennis Franklinville NJ 08322-2515

Nancy Hartman Louisville CO 80027-1215

Shirley McNall Aztec NM 87410-1601

Shera Blume North San Juan CA 95960-9705

Jennifer Friend of Defenders Morgan Hill CA 95037-6064

Wendy Peardot Minneapolis MN 55437-1846

Flynn Coleman Berkeley CA 94704-1274

Karen Bielski Manitowoc WI 54220-2822

Dennis Vieira North Dartmouth MA 02747-2441

Karen Kindel Canton OH 44718-1123

Erik Staub Greeley CO 80634-8970

Antoinette Bill Santa Monica CA 90403-1944

Bret Smith Santa Cruz CA 95063-2824

Lance Jordan san diego CA 92110-3408

Diane Krell-Bates San Diego CA 92122-4026

Mark Waltzer Cherry Hill NJ 08003-1536

Jim Massey, ND Portland OR 97225-2948

Hans Khalsa Hailey ID 83333-4166

Melanie Nowlin Loch Arbour NJ 07711-1237

Elizabeth Turner Hanahan SC 29410-3113

Elizabeth Adan Carmichael CA 95608-1858

John Dervin Apopka FL 32712-5839

Timothy Steele Liberty NC 27298-8346

Paul Levesque San Diego CA 92103-2516

Tara Lowery Boise ID 83712-7329

Marybeth Arago Fort Bragg CA 95437-8245

Kim Hunter Los Altos CA 94024-3108

Susan Salter Carmel IN 46033-9791



Rita Lewis Newton WV 25266-9613

Antonia Vale Felton PA 17322-9427

Regina Riesenburger New York NY 10016-2189

Jessica File Saint Charles MO 63303-3224

Richard Smith Celebration FL 34747-0066

Laura de la Garza Sant Cugat None 8195

robert moeller Conway NH 03818-6239

Erin Karp Teaneck NJ 07666-3528

Robin Pappas Pocono Manor PA 18349-0133

James Balder Freeland MD 21053-9587

Dinah Bear Tucson AZ 85711-2511

Lila Wolan-Jedziniak Granby MA 01033-9508

Cammy Colton Overland Park KS 66223-2862

Donald Walker Conway MA 01341-9733

Karyn Goff Plymouth MI 48170-3150

Harley Pierce PawPaw MI 49079-1017

Gabriela Monge doral FL 33198-1070

Christine Capaldo Telluride CO 81435-9152

Ella May Craig Eureka CA 95501-3487

C Leerer Berkeley CA 94702-2027

Christy Barnes Independence MO 64057-3318

Justine King New York NY 10021-3444

Susan Broadhead Black Mountain NC 28711-6075

Sharon Daugherty Greensboro NC 27407-3014

Melissa Katterson Imperial PA 15126-1112

Chey Richmond Pensacola FL 32503-6518

Peggy Bergen Beaver Dam WI 53916-1407

Clay Youngblood Plano TX 75023-5330

Kyle Embler Atlanta GA 30312-3520

Lance Bogash Lincoln University PA 19352-1625

Mimi Hodsoll FALLS CHURCH VA 22043-3213

Shirley Palmenteri St Petersburg FL 33710-3351

Geri Ott Matlacha FL 33993-9741

Kari King Canajoharie NY 13317-3601

Maria Sanjines Fairfax VA 22032-3309

Sarah Stewart Watertown MA 02472-4914

Homer Reese Portland OR 97236-4577

Jerry & Jill Davies Harrisburg PA 17110-3490

Diane Barbera Sonoma CA 95476-8515

Ronald Richter Bethlehem PA 18018-5020

Martha Gorak Katy TX 77450-8248

Darlene Warner Lebanon OR 97355-9422

Lisa Yelenick Houston TX 77095-5921

Lynda Giuliani Loxahatchee FL 33470-2768

v Friend of Defenders chicago IL 60660-3490

Elisabeth Manning Albuquerque NM 87122-1628

Jay Turner Port Orange FL 32127-6604

Alexander Knopf Pikesville MD 21208-1329

Missy Kendrick Valdosta GA 31605-5495

Paula J. Konigsberg Denver CO 80205-4842

Jeanne Puerta Denver CO 80227-3425

David Salzmann White Plains NY 10605-2310

Daviann McClurg Larned KS 67550-2803

Kristin Smith Portland OR 97210-3504



Kimberly Rhodemyre Reno NV 89502-7503

Kelly Hageman Mesa AZ 85213-3410

Carin Sappelli Lexington KY 40511-8750

Andrew Wilson Philadelphia PA 19123-2905

Shari Yudenfreund-Sujka Winter Park FL 32789-3929

Richard Noll Port Townsend WA 98368-9543

Ashley Fowler Seattle WA 98117-5637

Corey Schade` Loch Arbour NJ 07711-1201

Gabrielle Granofsky Brooksville FL 34602-5424

Dorothea Morgenstern Sacramento CA 95831-2757

Joyce Casey Santa Fe NM 87501-3020

Ted Gorn Pacific Grove CA 93950-3511

Kevin O'Brien Laguna Beach CA 92651-1337

Kimberly Schmidt De Leon Springs FL 32130-3809

Barbara Friend of Defenders Los Angeles CA 90029-0448

Tina Luboff Los Angeles CA 90048-2502

Aaron Doyle Los Angeles CA 90042-4877

Donald Gross Shrewsbury MA 01545-4396

David Painter York Beach ME 03910-1961

Dawn Rodrigues Bennington VT 05201-9286

John Takacs Minden NV 89423-8847

Patricia Williamson Mount Arlington NJ 07856-1370

Martin Vukovich New York NY 10021-2163

Robert Swift Edison NJ 08837-2924

Linda Cauvin New York NY 10033-5324

Patricia Traube Centereach NY 11720-2874

Linda Campbell Emmaus PA 18049-5505

Laurie Mielo Clarks Summit PA 18411-9625

Michael Peale Aston PA 19014-1545

Susan Ulrich Newark DE 19702-2207

Joann Lambert Bethesda MD 20817-3433

Michael Webb Germantown MD 20874-6320

James Lindsay Arlington VA 22201-1620

Karen Rehm Williamsburg VA 23188-7802

Kimberly Wood Birch River WV 26610-0096

Laurel Hecker Greensboro NC 27405-3300

Carol Levitan Jacksonville FL 32244-5160

David Weissman Miami FL 33176-4932

Rich Kosmyna West Palm Bch FL 33412-2606

Monica Weller Boynton Beach FL 33426-7617

C. Shurtz Havelka Boca Raton FL 33486-6710

Deborah Long Ocala FL 34473-8349

Robert Hale Jonesborough TN 37659-6721

Michael Quillin Cleveland OH 44109-5324

Lindsey Cohen Indianapolis IN 46260-1054

Suzanne Parsell Ann Arbor MI 48108-1814

Elissa Kallsen Sioux Falls SD 57108-4896

John Casiello Lisle IL 60532-1046

Mary Ann Sorokie Chicago IL 60640-7422

Marlene Van Skike Chicago IL 60640-2107

Olga Abella Robinson IL 62454-4227

Analyn Urpi Plano TX 75024-3925

Leann Miller Broomfield CO 80023-4272

Susan Floyd Greeley CO 80634-1244



Rita Gehrke Deerfield WI 53531-9360

Deanna Green Queen Creek AZ 85142-5602

Frances Jessop Santa Fe NM 87502-5504

Sara Carroll Boulder City NV 89005-3636

Molly Brent San Pedro CA 90732-5119

Maryann Rachford Temple City CA 91780-1351

James Noordyk San Diego CA 92109-2802

Carole Kiehl New Orleans LA 70118-1306

Thomas Filip Moorpark CA 93020-1332

Pat Padilla Porterville CA 93257-1747

Peter Zucker Eastsound WA 98245-5700

J. Grajczyk Kent WA 98031-2272

Linda Wright Seattle WA 98121-1250

Donna Pemberton Cocoa FL 32926-4309

Garrett Thompson Harleysville PA 19438-1724

Francis S Downers Grove IL 60515-2644

Kristen Zuk Williamsburg VA 23188-8900

Barbara Hauser Oak Park IL 60302-1252

Eric Simpson Cincinnati OH 45233-1086

Barbara Mottl North Bend WA 98045-9272

Razia Mohamedali Mombasa None 80106

Tara Mooney Miami FL 33166-3934

Mary Keating Oak Forest IL 60452-2152

Holly Kukkonen Iowa City IA 52240-5865

Sarah Rowe Nashville TN 37215-5222

Larry Caudill Albuquerque NM 87113-2229

Janice Farry-Menke Cambria CA 93428-3606

Francis Mckieman King Of Prussia PA 19406-1959

Margaret Warren Whiting NJ 08759-2436

Mark Prosser Williamsburg VA 23188-8054

Patricia Wendell Jeannette PA 15644-4765

Carole Miller Fremont OH 43420-1314

Marilyn Patterson Naples FL 34103-2301

Alison Litke Southbury CT 06488-1007

Robert Miller Corbin KY 40701-2936

Barbara Abraham Hampton VA 23661-3113

Nancy Cockett Oaks Corners NY 14518-0095

Barbara Best Madison WI 53704-1173

Pamela DeBellis Boulder CO 80304-1320

Ruth Carlone Stafford VA 22556-6722

Shelly Skoog-Smith Goleta CA 93117-2850

Lynette Rynders Strasburg CO 80136-8520

Pamela Waterworth Seabrook MD 20706-2319

Edward Hubbard Madison WI 53705-4606

Patricia Grames Tucson AZ 85745-9761

Lisa Lynch Elk Grove CA 95757-6319

Kenneth Dagdigian Chatsworth CA 91313-3219

Riccardo Liotta Sheboygan WI 53081-1970

Mara Wolfgang Philadelphia PA 19119-3436

Peter Hogan Arcadia CA 91006-1702

Sharon Pinsley Juneau AK 99801-9227

Barbara Druga Oakdale PA 15071-3626

Dusty Liberge Murphy OR 97533-0277

Chris Moore Denver CO 80210-4804



Bernadette Payne Chicago IL 60618-4910

Matthew Schaut Minneapolis MN 554061110

Inge Jacobsen North Brunswick NJ 08902-1323

Marcel Montoya Miami FL 33137-2744

Ed Popielarczyk Florence MA 01062-3675

Benjamin Alpers Austin TX 78721-1316

Kelly Brannigan Oceanside CA 92056-2931

Debbie Fleckenstine Littleton CO 80127-2930

Robert Brown Tacoma WA 98466-6640

Melissa Allen Palmetto Bay FL 33157-2164

Andrew Doll Denver CO 80221-1362

Kara Nugent Fort Worth TX 76112-3919

Peter Lockwood Ketchum ID 83340-7076

Norman Kindig Yorba Linda CA 92886-2539

Desi Nagyfy Deer Park WA 99006-8352

G. Diane Reynolds Rancho Cordova CA 95670-3620

Pamela Demar Seminole FL 33777-4423

Bonnie Hughes Scottsdale AZ 85266-1857

Kathleen Koviak Lakewood OH 44107-2203

Rocco Dimeo Highlands NJ 07732-1329

Roger Hollander Tarzana CA 91356-5728

Pat Dietch Orange VA 22960-3804

Rebecca Margolese-Malin Chapel Hill NC 27514-1607

Mary Hebblewhite Sandy Springs GA 30328-1117

Nancy Heintz Chandler AZ 85248-6176

Billie Lyon Columbus OH 43201-1310

Andrea Walker Smyrna GA 30082-4472

Jocelyn Stowell Tallahassee FL 32308-4829

Kathlene Croasdale Redmond WA 98052-3406

Sandra Woodall San Antonio TX 78212-1203

Janet Williams Searsport ME 04974-3370

Debra Nichols Palmdale CA 93551-3941

Susan King Concord CA 94521-4447

Peter Gradoni Alfred NY 14802-0114

Armando Lopez PLymouth MI 48170-2634

Jodi Polissky Ashburn VA 20148-7590

Linda Barnes Wade NC 28395-9003

Douglas Rives Wheeler TX 79096-2504

Barbara Mathes Rio Rico AZ 85648-1062

Alejandra Menna Hollywood CA 90028-6062

Janine Nordquist Knoxville TN 37919-6643

Catena Galipo Cleveland OH 44144-1931

Catherine Rodriguez Fernley NV 89408-9495

Kitzi Muniz Pardeeville WI 53954-8834

Jennifer Cisler Green Bay WI 54311-6068

Caryn Tate SEABECK WA 98380-9706

Chasity Hungerford Kirkland WA 98034-5130

Ray Telfair II Whitehouse TX 75791-8212

Deborah Nicholas Plymouth MI 48170-3921

Randall Nerwick Milwaukie OR 97222-5540

Laurie Friend of Defenders Beverly Hills CA 90211-2216

Rene' Gelsomino Luling LA 70070-3025

Kris Head Garden Grove CA 92843-1078

Dawn Sass Belleville WI 53508-9046



Dennis Adkins Parma OH 44134-3534

Alexis LaMere Elon NC 27244-9518

Leslie LaConte Roanoke VA 24014-3409

Lida Skrzypczak Washington DC 20009-3546

Clark Quinn Walnut Creek CA 94597-3404

Morley Schloss Loxahatchee Groves FL 33470-4603

Stanley Hix Raleigh NC 27606-1565

Adam Sullivan Milwaukee WI 53222-1626

Ben Ruwe Felton CA 95018-8842

Faith Benson Knoxville TN 37919-3199

D Spencer San Diego CA 92104-4645

Robert Friend of Defenders Stayton OR 97383-1475

Patrick & Francine Robinson Penndel PA 19047-5301

Melvin Bautista Phoenix AZ 85044-1906

Carol Cruise Rodeo CA 94572-1808

Stephen Mudrick Columbia MO 65203-2352

Ben Martin Mountain View CA 94040-1483

Victor Escobar Midlothian VA 23113-2366

Friend of Defenders Nottingham MD 21236-2610

Cynthia McNamara Albuquerque NM 87125-0991

Samuel Friend of Defenders Fairfield CA 94534-7400

Roy Derus Northville MI 48167-1791

Kathleen Doyle Golden CO 80403-1583

Barb Draper Shawnee KS 66203-2747

Carolyn Warner St Petersburg FL 33704

Ann Moriarity Hagerstown MD 21742-4919

Suzanne Featherstone Olympia WA 98512-9452

Frank Graffagnino Prescott AZ 86301-5520

Diana Gries Santa Fe NM 87508-8369

Jerry Gahan 29 Palms CA 92277-0533

Rhyan Grech Philadelphia PA 19143-3638

Brett Taylor Wartburg TN 37887-4032

Bryan Haynes Brooklyn NY 11218-3431

Kathleen Kerwin San Jose CA 95130-1221

John McGowan Saint Paul MN 55116-1743

N. Manoogian Nashua NH 03060-7112

Tracy Drake Chicago IL 60614-2017

Melvin Taylor Sacramento CA 95823-5780

T. Trearse Sacramento CA 95820-3321

Barbara MacAlpine Estes Park CO 80517-1906

Chris Loo Morgan Hill CA 95037-3864

Derek Adkisson Romeoville IL 60446-4865

Ruth Potts Edgewater MD 21037-2916

Judith Embry Florida MA 01247-9400

Donald Turken Cherry Hills Village CO 80113-5124

Kendra Holt Silver Spring MD 20902-3351

CHristina McKeon Aurora CO 80012-3303

Loraine Ferrara Braintree MA 02184-3610

Michael Lemes Mililani HI 96789-7037

Jeffrey Weiss Sunnyvale CA 94087-2246

Shinann Earnshaw Fortuna CA 95540-9247

Rosalie Sable Medford OR 97501-1784

Linda Bedre Houston TX 77008-6746

Deanna Pena HOUSTON TX 77036-6739



Cynthia Curtis Garland TX 75044-8113

Margarita Perez Portland OR 97203-1813

Emma Friend of Defenders New York NY 10128-5548

Alejandra Friend of Defenders Buenos Aires None 1414

Marlene Phelan Stony Point NY 10980-1407

John Markham Princeton KY 42445-2115

Patricia Podboy Carpentersville IL 60110-1955

Lynette Hinman Charlotte NC 28210-5890

Laura Stice Eugene OR 97402-3511

Christopher Malo Larkspur CA 94939-1420

Barbara Lamb Langley WA 98260-9208

Paul Alfieri San Antonio TX 78230-4438

John Carpenter Papillion NE 68133-4754

Sabine Rohr Jersey City NJ 07307-1660

Matthew Richardson San Francisco CA 94123-4921

S. Burgess Virginia Beach VA 23453-6657

Margaret Aldinger Stuart FL 34997-9250

Angela Sobolewski North Aurora IL 60542-1809

Cynthia Lytle San Leandro CA 94579-2328

Debbie Dundas Windermere FL 34786-7509

Ellen Bordner Lahaska PA 18931-0304

Tanya Piker La Junta CO 81050-2953

Petra Hinke Durango CO 81301-6955

Fiona King Cortez CO 81321-9581

Marisa Nelson San Francisco CA 94103-6802

Jeniffer Graham Kingwood WV 26537-9779

Julie Ozias Waterford MI 48329-3830

Mary McLaughlin East Aurora NY 14052-9733

Michele Tornabene Summerland CA 93067-1483

Blythe McGowan Falls Village CT 06031-1809

Kim Zito LEXINGTON KY 40544-4352

Debra Bartlett Billerica MA 01821-1001

Karen Watkins Salida CO 81201-9347

Erica Johanson Hopewell NJ 08525-2709

Kevin Flavia Boulder Creek CA 95006-0457

Laurie Izzo North Haven CT 06473-1420

Janet Ruggiero Bellingham MA 02019-1032

Sue Stock Westport KY 40077-

Valarie Snell Greensboro NC 27406-4204

Barbara Johnstone Plover WI 54467-9510

Rasheed Wedlow Brandon FL 33511-4778

Andrew Sledd Chicago IL 60643-2705

Tristan Sophia Reed Point MT 59069-7703

Michelle Friend of Defenders Marysville WA 98270-9032

Stevi Skender Asher OK 74826-0008

Tatjana Patitz Santa Barbara CA 93150-5413

Rhonda Langlais Altoona WI 54720-3502

Julie Acs Brownstown MI 48174-8501

Rebecca Swanson Mariposa CA 95338-9772

Zoe Garcia Brooklyn NY 11209-3148

Shelly Kranz Hastings MN 55033-9183

Rob Kramer Anna OH 45302-9424

Paul Kinslow Scottsdale AZ 85250-5847

Maria Zambrano Philadelphia PA 19148-4328



Howard Cohen Newark DE 19702-4314

Kathy Gibbs New Braunfels TX 78132-3660

Heather Turbush Wading River NY 11792-3108

Ruthe Nepf Stony Brook NY 11790-3309

Bradford Hanscom Florence OR 97439-8446

Lisa England Norristown PA 19403-2717

Tamara Mason Silver Spring MD 20906-2647

Michelle Wright mebane NC 27302-7984

Sandy Messerall Fishers IN 46038-1857

Margaret Roebuck Northville MI 48167-3703

Christine Gasco Tarpon Springs FL 34689-3059

Jennifer Schally Stillwater MN 55082-9651

Tom Wilde Butte MT 59718-8872

Betty Rauen Yorkville IL 60560-2068

Tracy Boyle Chicago IL 60646-5013

Douglas Wiley St. Charles MO 63304-0316

Tina Lamia New Orleans LA 70117-4717

Judy Poole West Monroe LA 71291-5244

Darlene Baker Sammarnish WA 98075-5980

Raquel Buxton Houston TX 77092-5434

Tracy Strickland Littleton CO 80128-5187

Ragen Serra Denver CO 80224-2051

Kalee Hicks Pueblo CO 81001-6025

Diane Verna Alta WY 83414-4585

jennifer Friend of Defenders peoria AZ 85382-4718

Elizabeth Wulfman Ruidoso NM 88345-6544

Lynette Ridder Concord CA 94521-2910

Paul Gagliano Aptos CA 95003-4521

Rachel Wells Portland OR 97219-3371

Mika Gentili-Lloyd Hillsboro OR 97124-6713

Donna Greenwell Saratoga Springs NY 12866-1221

Susan Betourne MUKILTEO WA 98275-3315

Constance Fiske Clancy MT 59634-9646

Heidi Wacker Socorro NM 87801-4805

Sabine Greger sedona AZ 86336-3833

David Stetler Kirkland WA 98034-1907

Cheryl Seaton Tucson AZ 85711-4651

Mark Doerfler Fort Worth TX 76110-1825

Cynthia Smith Mission Viejo CA 92691-3250

Donna Grampp Fullerton CA 92831-1910

Michelle Buerger Middleton WI 53562-3592

Jason Batten Los Angeles CA 90032-1308

John Baker Dallas TX 75216-1823

Leslie Maxwell Miami FL 33129-2105

Yvonne Marley Phoenix AZ 85381-4013

John Oravetz Glenview IL 60025-1762

Heather Reed Topeka KS 66604-1421

Susan Harrie Grand Forks ND 58201-5635

Jean Lawson Saint Hill San Dimas CA 91773-2732

Marietta Kappel Antioch IL 60002-9206

K Pace Murrieta CA 92563-3325

Joseph Mucci Dayton OH 45424-1134

Judy Childers Madison WI 53714-2540

Krista Garcia Houston TX 77084-6478



Sandy Cadwell Rochester NY 14626-2410

Thomasina Mullarkey hot springs village AR 71909-3143

Karen Warren Sunnyvale CA 94089-2523

Ruthann McDermott Williamsburg VA 23188-9105

Elaine Johnson Hampton GA 30228-2937

Nicole Hafemeyer New Richmond WI 54017-1426

Andrew Seeley Bellbrook OH 45305-2312

Mary Boone Arlington TX 76013-5412

Russell Fisher Freehold NJ 07728-5470

Gina Bates Apple Creek OH 44606-9648

Anna Stein Melrose MA 02176-4814

Catherine Uchiyama Salinas CA 93906-1308

Gene Groom Orting WA 98360-9449

Nannette Ames Valparaiso IN 46385-9692

Robbie White Silver Spring MD 20902-1413

Wenda Webb Redford MI 48239-1713

Terrence Brown Seattle WA 98115-5952

Sana Jamil Northridge CA 91326-3020

Emily Rucker Boulder CO 80304-2458

Kathy Richards Athol MA 01331-2303

Charles Meili Kingwood TX 77345-1669

Sarah Deering Watsonville CA 95076-0506

Carrie Clemmer Annapolis MD 21403-3481

Joan Prefontaine Cottonwood AZ 86326-7042

Florence Mesker Los Angeles CA 90035-2523

C.K. Jasiorkowski Reno NV 89511-8231

Todd Johnston Uniontown OH 44685-7747

Kathy Sugarman HENDERSON NV 89012-4556

Ruth Flaherty Brookline MA 02445-6715

Jack Pliskin BROOKLYN NY 11217-2823

Cristina Novelo Veracruz None 91910

Denise Zamora Redlands CA 92374-3804

Arline Fass Green Valley AZ 85614-4015

Caroline Kipling Georgetown MA 01833-1702

Karen Spring Westville NJ 08093-2317

Joan Tracey Seguin Stamford CT 06907-1732

Kelly Haferkamp Garland TX 75040-3473

Deborah Nanney Bennett CO 80102-8919

Kat Miller Pensacola FL 32514-6407

Walter Connelly Tolland CT 06084-2023

Lisa Bennett Mc Lean VA 22101-4813

Joseph Niekamp Hurst TX 76053-4234

Tom Rozner Forestville CA 95436-9255

Norman Sandel Beacon Falls CT 06403-4910

Drew Reese Santa Fe NM 87501-2366

James Stahl Cocoa FL 32927-2346

Lynne Landon Youngstown NY 14174-1003

D. Kohn Toronto ON M4X 1B3

Patricia Fleetwood Nashville IN 47448-9785

Beverly Fannin Deltona FL 32738-9413

Felicia Dale Tulalip WA 98271-9135

Pat Bryan Lisle IL 60532-2309

Julianna King Moorestown NJ 08057-1524

Jean Dibble CLERMONT FL 34713-7094



Stacey McDonald Thousand Oaks CA 91361-5004

Michelle Noel Pelham NH 03076-2218

Ingeborg Glier North Las Vegas NV 89084-3805

Jennifer Laverdure Lexington KY 40509-2137

Candi & Steve Leon Aurora CO 80014-3116

Jean Saja Raymond MS 39154-8000

Julie Clayman Chagrin Falls OH 44023-6306

Theresa Martin Puyallup WA 98372-5029

Perloff Webster Pacific Palisades CA 90272-4631

Deborah Evans Kearney MO 64060-9232

Kenneth Gibb Zephyr Cove NV 89448-3616

Michael Raymond Shelby Township MI 48315-4512

Joseph Tolerico Newton NJ 07860-2011

Carole Smudin Bridgewater MA 02324-0123

Kimberly Wiley Rochester NY 14612-1640

Mary Pettengill Poughkeepsie NY 12603-7002

Karen Lozow Bloomington IN 47403-2600

Cathy Thompson Villa Rica GA 30180-4048

Lesley Bement Horseheads NY 14845-8117

Margo Huntsman Klamath Falls OR 97603-5321

Julie Holtzman Snohomish WA 98290-2053

Cam Gillam Columbia SC 29212-1955

Carol Crowell Seattle WA 98115-3377

Kathleen Smaluk-Nix Louisville KY 40214-1647

Diana Duffy East Tawas MI 48730-1656

Penelope Prochazka Simi Valley CA 93063-1408

Scott Groper Chestnut Hill MA 02467-2645

Betty Oaks Cincinnati OH 45231-4018

Wylie Cox Moab UT 84532-3227

Sybil Schlesinger Natick MA 01760-5852

Nancy Schuhrke Chandler AZ 85224-8608

Sheila Miller Longmeadow MA 01106-2842

Peggy Savides Mondovi WI 54755-8538

Karen Breny New Milford NJ 07646-2239

John Heyneman Webster NY 14580-2614

Patricia Litwiller Kalamazoo MI 49009-8917

Mary Helms Tallahassee FL 32309-3639

Terri Rohde Belmont MI 49306-9303

Gina Ness Eureka CA 95501-4141

Kathleen Clark Dripping Springs TX 78620-3324

Nancy Armitstead Suffolk VA 23435-3645

Lisa Flasch Houston TX 77068-2007

Ian Green West Hartford CT 06117-1925

Verna Brainard Va. Beach VA 23454-1706

Oliver Guichard Partlow VA 22534-9514

James Henriksen Prescott Vly AZ 86314-1461

Izzy Esler Cleveland OH 44113-4522

Maureen Madigan Bronx NY 10463-4338

Geneine Payne Canton GA 30115-4940

Carmen Plaza Hollywood FL 33020-6158

Christina Chappell Boynton Beach FL 33437-2812

Jax'n Eldridge Eureka CA 95502-1221

Lauren Simmons Clermont FL 34711-3228

Nadine Wiles Cheshire OR 97419-0225



Brad Lagorio Albuquerque NM 87105-4918

Antonia Shanahan Ardmore, PA PA 19003-2602

James Abendroth Bloomingdale NY 12913-0203

Cheri Baranowski Chicopee MA 01022-2107

Susan Jobe Afton MN 55001-9788

Wanda Plucinski Princeton NJ 8540

Marlena Lange Middletown NY 10940-4708

Ulrike Silkey Oakland CA 94602-3006

Henry Berkowitz Sabinsville PA 16943-9797

Dan Friend of Defenders Manhattan Beach CA 90266-4082

Bradley Smith Cape Coral FL 33909-8890

Sharon Uzzle Eldorado IL 62930-1449

Chris Zerby New Brighton MN 55112-5565

Karen Nordenholz Silver Spring MD 20910-2543

Cassie A. Edmond OK 73034-8435

Alan Solomon Palm Desert CA 92261-2195

Lynne Rieff Florence AL 35630-2608

Lee Talbot McLean VA 22101-4422

Susan Evans Tallahassee FL 32309-9088

Ann Trinz Woodland Hills CA 91364-4430

Patti Ince Hobe Sound FL 33455-4312

Laurits Schless Philadelphia PA 19107-6096

Julie Weakley Madison WI 53716-2231

Sarah Stimely 80525 CO 80525-3109

Alan Hart Metairie LA 70001-4071

Gerald Hassett Sunnyside NY 11104-2263

Roberta Brunelle Vineyard Hvn MA 02568-0914

Taylor Brown Cape Coral FL 33993-4120

Jan Horwitz Belleville IL 62221-2532

Mike Lehmbeck Orange MA 1364

Sheila Desmond Cameron Park CA 95682-9130

Mercedes Dzindzeleta Racine WI 53403-1129

Jean Thompson Lyndon Center VT 05850-0144

Tina Zenko Chicago IL 60625-4209

Susan Schuchard Nolensville TN 37135-8455

Roland Westerlund Minneapolis MN 55406-1141

Elizabeth Werner Hamden CT 06514-2616

Corine Gribble Milwaukee WI 53207-2543

Kathryn DeWees Tacoma WA 98405-3325

Michael Olenjack Saint Louis MO 63109-1217

Amy Steiner Los Angeles CA 90063-2604

Peter Linback San Diego CA 92110-1208

Connie Hodges Irving TX 75063-4224

John Picard Madison CT 06443-2484

Diane Switalski Seminole FL 33772-2207

Jeanie Harvey Centennial CO 80122-3033

Eva Kraemer Chicago IL 60616-5263

Amelia Miller Irvine CA 92620-3831

Emily Austin West Richland WA 99353-7405

Terry Forrest Bristol TN 37620-4516

Sasheen Andregg Emeryville CA 94608-3640

Dee DuVall Portland OR 97211-3173

Charles Graf CONCORD VA 24538-2035

Mary Odonnell New Castle DE 19720-6715



Kathleen Errig Trenton NJ 08619-3123

Maria Aragon Alamogordo NM 88310-4526

Linda Costello Essex Junction VT 05452-3020

Gabriel Neilson Cordova IL 61242-9713

Marie Louise Morandi Long Zwicker Sullivan ME 04664-0230

Tolga Un Miami FL 33195

Susanne Hamann Chester NJ 07930-2156

Tanya Koester-Radmann Chisago City MN 55013-9510

Elizabeth Ezerman Williston VT 05495-7746

Suzanne Steel Blaine WA 98230-9573

Nancy Burger Haverhill MA 01832-4738

Betty Flinchbaugh Collegeville PA 19426-3507

Dennis Dougherty San Rafael CA 94903-3095

Kiley Brown Louisville KY 40208-2101

Elizabeth A. Wobus Rough and Ready CA 95975-9785

Nicolle Wuchek Milford CT 06460-3752

Terry Tedesco-Kerrick Phoenix AZ 85016-8924

Marcella Friend of Defenders Phoenix AZ 85053-5898

Michelle Billadeau Brockton MA 02301-2152

Ronald Varekamp Portland OR 97201-2265

Barbara Aronowitz Victor ID 83455-0934

Patricia Lewis Fresno CA 93726-3511

Patricia Harper Lyons CO 80540-8432

Diane Krassenstein Phila PA 19111-2414

Michaela Haugabook Mebane NC 27302-9431

Ginger Comstock Arcade NY 14009-1505

Dennis Morley Old Bridge NJ 08857-2221

Cayla Coleman San Rafael CA 94901-2560

Robert Meier Los Angeles CA 90042-2104

Denis Vanek Cleveland OH 44125-1128

Kathleen McKinley Hillsboro OH 45133-8550

Patricia Bedford Richmond VA 23235-1704

John Christopher Paw Paw MI 49079-8042

Patricia Burke Waynesville NC 28785-6534

Craig Benkman Timnath CO 80547-4437

Susan Torres Carmel NY 10512-6049

Tom Gray Tucson AZ 85748-3727

Gary Pritchert Palatine IL 60067-7434

Elaine Hegh Lansdale PA 19446-5649

Kathi Ridgway Canal Winchester OH 43110-1081

Stephanie Hortsch Portland OR 97211-6304

Julie Marquis Austin TX 78759-6523

Terry Gabbard Lexington KY 40511-2040

Barbara Weston Glen Ridge NJ 07028-1821

Juanita Garcia Hauppauge NY 11788-2204

Maria Baker Aurora CO 80014-1817

Robert Jehn Cochranton PA 16314-8606

Lynn Thorensen Santa Cruz CA 95060-6455

Sanford Lloyd Belleville MI 48111-1086

Linda Marshall Houston TX 77008-1448

Chip Sharpe Bayside CA 95524-9301

Caren Churchwell Hollis OK 73550-7029

Jeffrey Cohen Corvallis OR 97330-9137

Carol McCoy Cincinnati OH 45231-4108



Bruce Richards Beaverton OR 97005-4615

Susan Smith Astoria NY 11106-2736

Jennifer Bambauer Prescott Valley AZ 86314-2651

Cheryl Goemmer Schertz TX 78154-2736

Pamela White latrobe PA 15650-2232

Patrick Haskins Camarillo CA 93010-9108

Sherri Thomas Lynchburg VA 24502-1737

Karen Langelier Wilmington NC 28403-4171

Philip Shook Tempe AZ 85281-0033

Arthur Hehn Rehoboth Beach DE 19971-2207

Denise Kallel Wells ME 04090-5176

Nora Lewis Nipomo CA 93444-9736

Russell James Wilmington NC 28405-7709

Virginia Baksa Lafayette CO 80026-1008

Jillian Fiedor Billings MT 59101-5908

Bernadette Basham Lees Summit MO 64064-1624

Regalado Geoff Burbank CA 91503-4183

Jeanmarie Brizio Burlingame CA 94010-3735

Nora Lampman Montour Falls NY 14865-9612

AnaLisa Crandall Adkins TX 78101-2706

Kraig Schweiss Sterling IL 61081-9517

Janet Collins Rome GA 30165-8574

Mark Haslem East Grand Rapids MI 49506-1846

Barbara Jacobsen Sonoma CA 95476-6840

Sharon Nelson AURORA CO 80013-2953

Penny Singer Nashville TN 37214-1117

Dawn Pesicka Sioux Falls SD 57106-1148

Deborah Sandoval Los Alamos NM 87547-3548

Aleksandra Kaporovskaya Chicago IL 60641-2127

Ellen Sanford Duluth MN 55805-2318

Stephen Mahoney Carver MA 02330-1607

Mary Combs Marion NC 28752-5900

Lauren Van Saders Township Of Washington NJ 07676-4736

Patricia Williams Jamestown NY 14701-2657

Amy Kalblein Port Jervis NY 12771-2568

Tammy Weatherly Cortland OH 44410-9561

Judy Graham Wallkill NY 12589-9203

Emily Wissman Grandy NC 27939-9729

Diane McJunkin Monroe OH 45050-1646

Kate Harder Glen Ellyn IL 60137-3692

Roxane Wolzen Oxford NE 68967-0001

Diane Pease Littleton NH 03561-3902

Deedie Berde Issaquah WA 98029-6950

ayn silverman New York NY 10017-4315

Lenise Mitchell Highland Park NJ 08904-2733

Val Crowley Taylor MI 48180-2309

Anne Easterling Grapevine TX 76051-6591

Shirley Woodward Humboldt IA 50548-0192

Angela Morgan Jackson MI 49201-9835

Sandra Costa NY NY 10035-1000

Carolyn Stenseth Fargo ND 58104-3955

Josh G. Sykesville MD 21784-6748

Stephen Davenport Walnut Creek CA 94595-3927

Vicki Frazier Danville IL 61832-3423



Pamela Sullivan Hooksett NH 03106-1901

Kathy Zeller Candler NC 28715-7824

Danielle Graham Riverview MI 48193-7480

Silvana Gualagnone Piracicaba None 13405

Barbra Goodman Fort Pierce FL 34981-4934

Jennifer Holston Pineville NC 28134-0277

Steven Korson Riverside CA 92503-4264

Carolyn Barker Aldie VA 20105-2215

Robert Gerosa New Fairfield CT 06812-2907

Greg Stawinoga South Holland IL 60473-3151

Dorothy Owens Fayetteville AR 72703-4817

Ed Chamberlin San Leandro CA 94578-4421

Holly Gomes Buzzards Bay MA 02532-1923

Julia Baaten Martinez CA 94553-1500

Patricia Wiberley Chicago IL 60610-3305

Jacqueline Zink Livingston TX 77399-1093

Virginia McNeely Sacramento CA 95818-3809

Tammy Weaver Columbus OH 43207-3007

Susan Krajnc Guelph ON N1H 3J5

Mary Hanchey Lafayette LA 70508-6957

Christine Arroyo Brooklyn NY 11217-1133

Janette Wells Bend OR 97702-2935

Janell Smith New Douglas IL 62074-0026

Gail Roberts Tecate CA 91980

Angela Hale Henderson NV 89002-9105

Tab Carlson Richland WA 99352-3634

Mary Maiden Mueller Eagan MN 55122-2154

Dorene Randall Troy MI 48085-3416

Monique Balaban Rochester Hills MI 48306-4159

Laura Jentzsch Jupiter FL 33469-1408

Patti & Paul Mickelsen Laguna Beach CA 92651-1918

Jane Broendel Washington DC 20015-1905

Jamaica Friend of Defenders San Francisco CA 94112-4023

Sandra Vanacore Monterey TN 38574-7296

Nancy McAdam Chicago IL 60631-3156

Janet Soderstrom San Ramon CA 94583-3018

Debra Care Boonsboro MD 21713-1526

Carol McInerny Brentwood CA 94513-1180

Karen Palozie Sutton VT 05867-9801

Mija Gentes Saratoga CA 95070-5969

Jennie Emery Bourbonnais IL 60914-4986

Alan Bushbaum Aurora CO 80013-2434

Marietta Scaltrito Staten Island NY 10312-4165

Samantha Hartery Readfield ME 04355-3520

Leticia Andreas Richmond CA 94804-5732

Bassam Imam Imam Montreal, QC QC H3H 2N4

Linda Schwartz Cannon Beach OR 97110-1127

Pat Duncan Los Lunas NM 87031-7473

Barbara Dailey Springville AL 35146-5464

Jill Hornick Crete IL 60417-3918

Douglas Meyer Guilford CT 06437-1817

Terrie Williams Vidor TX 77662-6311

Samantha Rosa-Re Hialeah FL 33018-5338

Alycia Staats Seattle WA 98115-6004



Nancy Biggins Ukiah CA 95482-4521

Daniel Goldberg Santa Cruz CA 95060-2738

Marie Michl Rocky Mount NC 27804-6332

Rhonda Henry Orange CA 92868-3715

Paula Neville Rochester NY 14626-1345

Irwin Lentchner Monroe Township NJ 08831-8732

Gary Herwig Baltimore MD 21286-8918

Jenni Kovich Leon WV 25123-9481

Charmaine White Catawissa PA 17820-7915

Deborah Taylor Conway Revere MA 02151-3665

Faye Pineda Cedar Rapids IA 52402-5223

Susan Wilson Fernley NV 89408-7546

Laurie Friend of Defenders Hull MA 02045-3272

Matthew Franck Highland Park NJ 8904

Ann Coz Nashville TN 37215-6106

Liz Davis Brevard NC 28712-8489

Leon Neuenschwander Pueblo CO 81004-9701

Ornella Nicolacci Washington DC 20005-4534

Thomas Pintagro Jamestown NY 14701-3411

Paz Paulsen-Sacks New York NY 10016-5002

Mynka Draper Los Angeles CA 90042-1243

Piero Soligo Carolina PR 985

Dominique Bello Washington DC 20009-4323

Katerina Thimnakis Buckingham VA 23921-2006

Ann Smith Pleasant Hill CA 94523-2521

Yvonne Caro Medford OR 97501-0093

Maria Corvalan Redondo Beach CA 90278-4102

Gayle Smith Carmel CA 93923-8034

Robert Puchli Reno NV 89523-9732

Alyson Boyer Durham NC 27713-8911

Claudia Garavito Hardwood Heights IL 60706-7161

Jacqueline Counterman Sioux City IA 51104-1711

Mary Mabry Vicksburg MS 39180-6807

Susan Peirce Santa Fe NM 87506-7030

Ronnie Perry Twentynine Palms CA 92277-2557

Martha Harris Belvedere Tiburon CA 94920-2037

Elena Jurgela Titusville FL 32780-4085

Karen Johnson Keswick VA 22947-3117

Beth Clendenen Auburn AL 36830-5654

Jazz Kunsch Attleboro MA 02703-2827

Wendy Balder Baltimore MD 21209-4408

Bob Lichtenbert Chicago IL 60641-4954

Susan Ellis Red Hook NY 12571-2706

Joanne Britton San Diego CA 92115-4201

Joyce Overton Rowlett TX 75088-7629

Margaret Rivera Fair Oaks CA 95628-5918

Frankie Seymour Queanbeyan None 2620

Lisa Howel Holden MA 15202158

Gayle Baumgartner Holly Lk Rnch TX 75765-7751

Esperanza Quintero Silver City NM 88061-8206

Denise Carmosino pelham NH 03076-3735

Lawrence Holtzman Miami FL 33173-1908

Norma Sutcliffe Lake Bluff IL 60044-1170

Edith Crowe Wasilla AK 99623-0837



Peggy Herlihy Newburyport MA 01950-3720

Debbie Bochert Commerce City CO 80022-6222

dana woods Friend of Defenders scottsdale AZ 85257-4187

Carol Myers Oceanside NY 11572-1405

Thomas Avery Louisville KY 40299-3101

Gary Shallenberger Chico CA 95928-4409

Erin Strelec New Cumberland PA 17070-1850

Megg Gillis Quincy MA 02169-1983

Kelly Brancato Boonton NJ 07005-2228

Sheila Dunleavy Oakland NJ 07436-2733

Michael Inganamort Hauppauge NY 11788-2204

Jared Laiti Sacramento CA 95811-1026

Nancy Juskowich Waynesburg PA 15370-7371

Roy Conner Puyallup WA 98374-3729

Kim Crawford Hampton GA 30228-0363

Debra Hoven Palm Harbor FL 34684-1615

Teresa Kruse Louisville KY 40206-2554

Margaret Polino Bayside NY 11364-3043

Brenda Arity Pekin IL 61554-2037

Ron Lopez Winnetka CA 91306-2234

Michelle Benes Fairfield IA 52556-3155

Susana Zanette Rio de Janeiro 22471-270

Donna Parente Milford MA 01757-2214

Sandra Steinle Saint Peters MO 63376-2106

Tracy Miller Sacramento CA 95823-6933

Eve McDermott Upper Coomera 4209

Annick Todd Eugene OR 97404-0509

Gerri Morringello Leland NC 28451-6425

Jo-Ann MacFarlane Pomfret Center CT 06259-9517

Rob Rondanini roseville CA 95678-8441

Teri Standridge Oliver Springs TN 37840-1336

Vira Confectioner Sunol CA 94586-0374

Jeremy Henry Lake Oswego OR 97034-4606

Dolores Davidson Zelienople PA 16063-9319

Val Barri Beverly Hills CA 90210-4303

Valentina Mazza Vancouver WA 98661-2638

Mikerra Stonehawk Tustin CA 92782-8008

Rea Freedom Los Gatos CA 95033-8840

Sharon Orbach Santa Fe NM 87505-6261

Patty Bowen Bellevue WA 98008-4532

Gerald Ryan Flemington NJ 08822-2732

Nanette Beck Woodville AL 35776-6056

Linda Ferguson Chandler AZ 85286-8039

Jean Rule Pembroke NH 03275-3315

Mercedes Dzindzeleta Racine WI 53403-1129

Jerry Gattuso Greenwood Lake NY 10925-1688

Jeanette Hunkins Lebanon PA 17042-8715

Jackie Brown Clifton CO 81520-7755

Jennifer Corrigan Newbury park CA 91320-5214

Melissa Friend of Defenders Coatesville PA 19320-2534

David Balan Saint Augustine FL 32095-5200

Doug Childs Winter Garden FL 34787-1729

Todd Hammond Winter Haven FL 33881-1318

Kate Kenner Guilford VT 05301-8395



Connie Delk Greenwood IN 46143-6683

Darlene Gerson Henderson NV 89052-6628

Mary Hirsch Colorado Springs CO 80921-2837

Joyce Dixon Dallas TX 75219-3710

Lujcy Reynnells Jensen Beach FL 34957-5783

Julija Merljak Fairplay CO 80440

A. Lancaster Evanston IL 60202-1012

Art Van Kampen Pasadena CA 91104-2249

Robert Puca jersey NJ 07302-3915

Eyad Buhaissi Milwaukee WI 53202-1484

Kim Tran Santa Ana CA 92707-4315

Stephanie Hedgecoke New York NY 10009-4254

Piper Burch Slidell LA 70458-3236

Kellie Smith Deering NH 03244-6500

Carlos Castro Bogota None 111211

Carol A. Tavani MD Ms Fapa Newark DE 19713-2070

William Ross Drexel Hill PA 19026-3613

William Larro Woodland Hills CA 91367-6048

Linda Franklin Dreker Cream Ridge NJ 08514-2329

Christina Spoto Jacksonville FL 32223-2506

Sarah Hafer Vancouver WA 98684-5913

Brian Stolees Jacksonville FL 32256-2879

Marisa Hobert Gainesville FL 32605-5048

Jon Christopher Oceanside CA 92057

kathy haverkamp geneva NY 14456-9713

Carol Sangster Ojai CA 93024-0149

Lea Coreau Norwalk CT 06851-5922

Coeli Smith Hamilton ON L8P 1X7

Antonio Ruiz Bowie MD 20715-4612

Dorothy Savage Rock Springs WY 82901-4473

Melissa Heithaus Richardson TX 75081-4176

Sarah Peters Silver Spring MD 20910-4853

Kimberly Triola Holmdel NJ 07733-3119

Rosa Perez Crofton MD 21114-1950

Ana Fernandes North Andover MA 01845-6211

Kate Lenthall Wawarsing NY 12489-0332

Debbie Court Midland TX 79701-6558

Donald Krause Crystal Lake IL 60014-8841

Jim Huffman Toledo OH 43614-2815

Michael Seymour Johannesburg united MD 20886

Eve Danner-Lentz Chicago IL 60618-7872

Jennifer Stedman Little Valley NY 14755-9717

Nancy Lasley Park City UT 84098-4811

Antonia Chianis Blue Jay CA 92317-0836

Dawn Colley Boulder CO 80308-3525

Pat Button Albuquerque NM 87110-1600

Pamela Morarre Simi Valley CA 93065-4226

Dorothy Wheeler Tucson AZ 85746-2314

Sabrina Luis Watsonville CA 95076-2020

Ann Schnaidt Fort Collins CO 80524-3408

Ted Billings Taft TN 38488-5120

Krista Taylor Sherman Oaks CA 91423-4933

Joanne Franchi Rockaway Park NY 11694-1808

Joseph Brigandi Wildwood NJ 08260-1430



Sharen Oxman Lillian AL 36549-5325

Janet McDonough Bluefield VA 24605-0210

Susan Dorchin Delray Beach FL 33446-3313

Alberta Phayer Landrum SC 29356-9732

Patti Lattanzia Tallahassee FL 32312-3958

Dorinda Kelley Portland OR 97213-3016

Mikki Chalker Binghamton NY 13905-2328

Shelley Deshotel Glendale AZ 85301-2114

Linda Serio Aurora CO 80014-3648

Diego Ruiz Capital Federal None 1075

Mary Lopez Hickory Hills IL 60457-1676

Jody Detzler Clinton Twp MI 48036-3070

Vickie Mowry Concord OH 44077-9767

Jamie Crockett Yukon OK 73099-6554

Norm Wilmes Yuba City CA 95991-6506

Joe Reilly Highlands NJ 07732-4112

Jan Salas Santa Cruz CA 95062-4069

Arlene Wolf Evansville IN 47714-5435

Sandra Perkins Tome NM 87060-0052

Cyndi Clough Wichita KS 67207-2245

Carolyn Boor Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730-6893

Liberty Valance Weehawken NJ 07086-7072

Gretchen Chua Fresno CA 93726-4413

Samuel Catron Chilhowie VA 24319-5960

Erin McDonald Akron OH 44302-1312

Melissa Paulesc Cleveland OH 44135-3022

Michael Stuart Auburn MA 01501-2637

Gerritt and Elizabeth Baker-Smith East Stroudsburg PA 18301-2903

Judith Bryan Alexandria VA 22311-5051

Maggie Davidson Pompano Beach FL 33060-7281

Steve Courim Brownwood TX 76801-7321

Mary Adriance Santa Cruz CA 95062-1157

Lisa Kingsley Norfolk VA 23507-1526

Linda Peck St. Cloud MN 56301-9755

Barbara Tountas shoreline WA 98155-1531

Joann Butkus Chicago IL 60632-1010

Maryanne Senatore Brewster MA 02631-1849

Lisa Daloia Elkton MD 21921-3308

Cindy Kasnicka Brookfield IL 60513

Hans Deutsch Lakewood CA 90713-2837

Carolyn Marion Neptune NJ 07753-3004

Evelyn Bau Doylestown PA 18901-1956

Christy Harshman North Branch MN 55056-6559

Joan Cummings Putnam CT 06260-1049

Heather Knight Rio Rancho NM 87124-2608

Shirley Minich Renfrew PA 16053-9270

Julia McConville Oak Forest IL 60452-4112

Amy Assael Tinton Falls NJ 07724-4754

Beverly Gilyeart Everett WA 98208-4603

Noreen Michaud Westford MA 01886-1245

Martin Du Plessis Springfield MA 01119-1831

Paje Owens Starkville MS 39759-2806

Kris Wendt Selinsgrove PA 17870-8345

Mandie Masley Milford NJ 08848-2140



Lee Perry Watsonville CA 95076-0514

Jeannie Smith Heathrow FL 32746-5337

Maureen Osolnik Wrentham MA 02093-1721

Anithra Perry Winchester CA 92596-2252

Juliet Johns-Pearson Grass Valley CA 95949-6923

Craig Friend of Defenders Windsor ON 959

Stephanie Millet Hattiesburg MS 39401-3506

Katha Kerr Surrey BC V3S 4W2

Janet Sawicki Howard Beach NY 11414-3028

Wayne Harvey Brighton MI 48116-4321

Robert Luhm Oak Creek WI 53154-4412

Robin Coleman Las Vegas NV 89121-1307

Danielle Stanley Austin TX 78749-4291

Marianne Flanagan Des Plaines IL 60018-1642

Elizabeth Grasso East Boston MA 02128-2364

Elizabeth Floersch Goodlettsville TN 37072-3416

Bridgett & James Heinly San Diego CA 92107-4210

Lynda Rader Ojai CA 93024-0061

Pedro-Martin Declet Branford CT 06405-2656

Irina Clark San Diego CA 92150-3086

Lori Zeller Abingdon MD 21009-2040

Darryl San Souci Missoula MT 59803-9746

Charlene Houchins Tampa FL 33615-2119

Janet Levy Rye Brook NY 10573-1020

L Simon North Vancouver BC V7M 2J5

Edwin Buehler Pfaeffikon None 8808

Elizabeth Abrantes Cambridge ON N1T 1L8

Sophie Hendrix Jensen Beach FL 34957-5628

Marlene Testaguzza Aromas CA 95004-9677

Christine Wilson Conway AR 72034-9645

Tessa Veazey Alexandria VA 22302-2109

Judith Wecker Palm Beach FL 33480-3922

Debra Heatherly Hawthorn Woods IL 60047-8963

Lillian Craig Anaheim CA 92804-6418

Kaye Foltz Macon GA 31210-9106

tamara beinlich carl junction MO 64834-8104

Jerry Jones Kansas City MO 64111-4150

Greg Schwaller Three Rivers CA 93271-9615

Marie Garescher Peekskill NY 10566-2545

Tina Gregory Glen Carbon IL 62034-2984

Colleen Manning Houston TX 77018-1034

George Moore Elgin IL 60123-1632

Carol Carne Baltimore MD 21228-5847

Samuel Stratton Gilbert AZ 85298-0067

Barbara Addis Knoxville TN 37931-3145

Deborah Divich San Antonio TX 78261-2731

Michelle Lind Hawthorne CA 90250-6455

Libby Bauer Tarrytown NY 10591-5528

Nicole Hoekstra Minneapolis MN 55419-1543

John Paraniuk Raywick KY 40060-7615

Diana Hornick Littleton CO 80120-4265

Paula Adams Pasadena CA 91107-5812

Chad Fuqua Houston TX 77080-1209

Dottie Butler Valdez NM 87580-8003



Jane Butler Hedgesville WV 25427-3345

Susan Goldberg Glendale CA 91202-1301

Jon Bazinet Vallejo CA 94591-7259

Sara Simon Houston TX 77074-7645

Julie Svendsen Burbank CA 91505-3837

S. U. Moscow PA 18444-7178

Maryann Smale Steuben ME 04680-3110

Adrian Smith Moncure NC 27559

Eileen Tonzi Galt CA 95632-0403

Varda Ducovny Cambridge MA 02139-4111

William Montgomery Pottstown PA 19465-7567

Mary Bristow Brentwood TN 37027-8012

Hal Trufan Matthews NC 28104-8048

Elliot Mason Austin TX 78727-6050

Kay Kimmel Taos NM 87571-1227

Christine Johnson Indio CA 92201-5216

Barbara Trudell Grand Blanc MI 48439-8683

Phil Crabill Little Elm TX 75068-5365

Dana Sanchez Pine CO 80470-9721

Douglas Russell Endicott NY 13760-5465

Elliot Jones San Diego CA 92107-1119

Elaine Jurumbo New York NY 10075-1232

Lilly Cervantes Los Angeles CA 90022-4905

Kathryn Hall Lakewood CO 80232-6534

Michael Mahaffey Sedro Woolley WA 98284-9160

David Intorcia Natural Bridge NY 13665-3166

Shirley Fisher Reading PA 19601-1913

Shari Krueger Downers Grove IL 60515-3514

Nathan Nielsen Placitas NM 87043-9464

Victoria Hall Burien WA 98166-2019

Wendi Cohen Ossining NY 10562-1619

M.S. Piccione New Port Richey FL 34653-5521

Serena Klempin Cold Spring NY 10516-2902

Corinna Hasbach Reno NV 89502-5780

Marlene Lowery Mechanicsville VA 23111-4941

Susan Stavros Altamonte Springs FL 32701-6404

Vii Wee El Paso TX 79902-2213

Roth Woods Ann Arbor MI 48103-5422

Kathleen Jacobsen Youngstown NY 14174-9703

Jane Perkins Loveland CO 80537-3621

Alain Vasserot Carlsbad CA 92009-4328

Cathy Brunick Charlotte NC 28273-9119

Jeanne Stulb Folsom LA 70437-3237

Dorothy Anderson North Weymouth MA 02191-2233

Bill Staley Sterling VA 20164-7015

Nancy Carey Underhill Center VT 05490-0163

John Markushewski Huntsville AL 35801-2259

Melissa Mazas Downers Grove IL 60516-2350

Blaine Peet Bremerton WA 98310-6618

Cindy Boone Fort Worth TX 76123-1324

Andrea Zajac Williamston MI 48895-1505

Georgetta Richardson Brooklyn Park MN 55428-1264

Lindsey Densing Houston TX 77095-4413

Thomas Dawley North Kingstown RI 02852-4544



Doris Applebaum Oak Park MI 48237-1360

Bradley Bittan parker CO 80134-7440

John Erath Biddeford ME 04005-9223

Jon Piersol Wexford PA 15090-7914

Michelle Henderson Auburn MA 01501-2416

Rae Furcha Whitesburg GA 30185-2853

N Kaluza EL SOBRANTE CA 94803-3857

Ivette Sanchez Apex NC 27523-9328

Sandra Moyer Urbana IL 61802-2217

Suzanne Valencia West Melbourne FL 32904-2408

Rita Falsetto Aguilar CO 81020-0162

Michael Rivera New York NY 10029-4066

William Edelman Philadelphia PA 19116-1046

Suzanne Lacroix Saint-Laurent QC H4L 3S7

Alan Holt Manchaca TX 78652-2183

Stacey Davis Lexington KY 40514-1282

Deborah Vizvary Kingston NY 12401-2426

Cindy Bassham Richardson TX 75080-3425

Cynthia Hunt Tallahassee FL 32305-8404

Tim Barrington San Jose CA 95112-5237

Cynthia Springer Parma Heights OH 44130-4279

Elaine Byrne Austin TX 78717-5504

Nancy Linder Hiram GA 30141-1810

Beverly Harris Beverly Hills CA 90212-3505

Deborah Boomhower Albany NY 12205-4923

Marilee Nagy Gahanna OH 43230-1975

Jaclyn Johnson Los Angeles CA 90049-1034

Debbi Pratt Seattle WA 98199-2110

Laura Napruszewski Portland OR 97202-2806

John Hirshberger Philadelphia PA 19147-3510

Deborah Siddall Lonedell MO 63060-1645

Susanna Chivian Cambridge MA 02139-3903

Scott Watanabe Los Angeles CA 90066-2838

Rosiris Paniagua Altadena CA 91001-4408

D. Cole Wheaton IL 60189-2123

Ruth Karl Portsmouth NH 03801-3844

Erik Grotheer Wappingers FL NY 12590-4937

Gail Sullivan Reading MA 01867-1310

Dana Wakiji Saint Clair Shores MI 48080-3593

Shelly Kearns Gibsonia PA 15044-6032

Fred Oppenhuisen Buchanan MI 49107-1132

Kelly Doolittle Locke NY 13092-3227

Barbara Nelson Spokane WA 99202-2567

Susan Strope Ches. Beach MD 20732-3625

Coleen Funk Allentown PA 18103-9734

Miroslava Benesovsky Coquitlam NY 12345

Amy Frisina Aurora CO 80016-2658

Karen Wright framingham MA 01702-2301

Tracy Martin Amston CT 06231-1223

Deborah Heron Reston VA 20191-5107

Amy Ouellette Douglasville GA 30134-7068

Susan Meeker-Lowry Delanson NY 12053-2320

Debra Goldberg Twain Harte CA 95383

Saran Kirschbaum Los Angeles CA 90035-4110



Ocean Pellett Waterford CT 06385-3903

Sarah Beck Las Vegas NV 89108-6601

Jackie Hoover Woodbine MD 21797-8908

Peggy Acosta Womelsdorf PA 19567-1213

Mia Millman Reston VA 20190-3705

Aaron Brinkerhoff Novato CA 94947-4327

Margaret Biase East Norwalk CT 06855-1412

Sandra Hazzard Riverview FL 33578-4960

Daniel Piatt Pittsburgh PA 15202-2127

Honora Brehm Ellsworth ME 04605-2616

Peter Jays Melbourne AL 39777

Jackie Bertoletti San Bruno CA 94066-5334

Doris Dahan Mount Lebanon None 5

Erin Haugh Hampden MA 01036-9674

Kyle Peterson Sterling Heights MI 48313-5436

Heidi Cleven Brooklyn NY 11215-1103

Gilly Lloyd San Rafael CA 94903-3773

Robbin Finnerty Santa Cruz CA 95065-1413

Jennifer Sumiyoshi North Las Vegas NV 89031-7234

Anne Sherrill Long Beach CA 90804-5824

Gary Binderim Kingwood TX 77339-3140

Adrianne Puza New Cumberland PA 17070-1511

Bianka Ingersoll Randolph NJ 07869-2202

Deb Haynes Joplin MO 64801-5331

Nancy Howard Douglasville GA 30135-2579

Nancy Fifer Lewes DE 19958-3621

Holly Williams Quincy MA 02169-1924

Rose Vartanian Stateline NV 89449-3974

Lisa Whipple Hartland MI 48353-3500

Anne Tuddenham El Cerrito CA 94530-2550

Charles Marc Skokie IL 60076-1121

Andreas Witzel Scottsdale AZ 85262-3615

Maryann Stork Fairbury IL 61739-9557

Nancy Tucher Foristell MO 63348-1950

Virginia Dwyer Saint Paul MN 55101-2364

Sarah Volpe Norristown PA 19401-3521

Edward Rengers Woodstock NY 12498-2247

Pamela Koloup Banner Elk NC 28604-1834

Tracey Bonner Arlington TX 76014-1516

Chris Underhill Port St Lucie FL 34983-8621

Gary Kraus Playa del Rey CA 90293-8696

Patti Ruocco Stevensville MD 21666-2356

Shanna Bradford San Antonio TX 78239-2310

Mary Hayes Kenosha WI 53142-7647

Kathleen Rumpf CROPSEYVILLE NY 12052-3006

Patricia Miller Jacksonville FL 32256-1551

Marianne Szalega Redford Charter Township MI 48240-1853

Beth Zamichow Corte madera CA 94925-1123

Linda Freeman Yuba City CA 95991-8866

Diana Saxon Salem OR 97301-1918

Margaret Goscilo Columbus OH 43221-2710

Wilma Barnes Shoals IN 47581-7289

Jeanne Artaxet San Antonio TX 78258-2971

Ron Woolford Overland Park KS 66209-3161



Elise Hanley Boca Grande FL 33921-1123

Anna Shaughnessy Geneva OH 44041-7671

Marlena Tzakis Milwaukee WI 53227-3157

Jody Immell Flagstaff AZ 86001-1523

Mary Puccini Lewisville TX 75067-8330

Jane Schnee Sebastian FL 32958-8658

Eva Cernik Denver CO 80223-1114

Kristen Huttenmiller Beaverton OR 97008-7245

Terri Pitts Glen Alpine NC 28628-0193

Connie Gibbons Tucson AZ 85749-9132

James Estel Land O Lakes FL 34639-0322

Austin Manchester Mount Pleasant SC 29464-2503

Rick Brigham Douglas MI 49406-0586

Judith Burt Devizes None Sn10 1 DR

S Peril El Dorado Hills CA 95762-0006

Lauren Richie Pleasant Grove AL 35127-1538

Beverly Mustaine Bradenton FL 34207-4736

Jennifer Shoemaker Fort Collins CO 80526-3820

Karen Smith Burdett NY 14818-9669

E. Almeheid Fair Oaks CA 95628-1532

Tracey Archer Lincoln CA 95648-1513

Ann Kuter Venice FL 34293-3804

Joanne Jardine Colorado Springs CO 80907-5716

Debbera Blackwell Jamaica Plain MA 02130-4667

Fred Walenga Grand Rapids MI 49504-4822

Joan Musial Des Plaines IL 60016-2311

Cheri Langlois Mendocino CA 95460-1286

Casey Remy Days Creek Rd OR 97429-9712

Lynn Merle Vineland NJ 08360-2628

Ruth Boroshok Summit NJ 07901-2981

Lu Haner Millis MA 02054-1540

Serena Klempin Cold Spring NY 10516-2902

Phyllis Schmidt Dracut MA 01826-0183

Mary Ellen J. Ratuszny Grand Rapids MI 49534-1122

Jessica & Reese Kidman Salt Lake City UT 84124-3117

Liz Dahl Cook MN 55723-8529

Sharon Healey Maricopa AZ 85138-7259

Jennifer Pingle Arlington Heights IL 60005-4368

Kathyryn Oliver Bainbridge Island WA 98110-1710

Leonard bildstein Jr. Geneva OH 44041-9221

Eric Zinn Brooklyn NY 11210-1131

Selena Healy Tyrone GA 30290-1710

Lisa Hughes Galveston TX 77550-6749

Ingrid Carstensen Thun None 0

Judy Luebke Mankato MN 56001-3905

Samuel Morningstar Milwaukee WI 53211-3768

Rocio Luparello Frederick MD 21702-2924

Vance Arquilla Los Angeles CA 90066

Mark Peterson Chimacum WA 98325-8782

Lee Black Jamul CA 91935-3122

Julianne Ramaker Bend OR 97701-7947

Warren Weissman Seattle WA 98121-1379

Carole Klumb Eagle WI 53119

Peter Alexander Woodbine MD 21797-8763



Deborah Holt Holley NY 14470-9328

Kay Lambert Forest Lake MN 55025-8842

Simone Cull Carlton None 3054

James Monroe Concord CA 94521-4041

Diane Moon Watauga TX 76148-3333

Deborah Rossum Sedona AZ 86351-9304

Theresa Bradbury Bryan TX 77803-4469

Suzanne A'Becket Cupertino CA 95014-5707

Marsha Adams Shelton WA 98584-1668

Christine Novak Oceanport NJ 07757-1159

Sue Ellen Lupien Maumelle AR 72113-5943

Linda Cellurale Lemont Furnace PA 15456

Lea Boyle Danville CA 94526-2238

Judith Brown Cumberland MD 21502-2024

Gina Norton Forked River NJ 08731-3011

Veronica Prince Essex NE 69337

Tess Bennett Santee CA 92071-3368

Nathalie Camus Hollis NY 11423-1220

Leslie Sharlock Slippery Rock PA 16057-5306

Donna Burns Dracut MA 01826-3352

Moneca Dunham Evergreen CO 80439-4608

Dianne Douglas Phoenix AZ 85042-7082

Judy Pasqualini candler NC 28715-9007

Kristin Babcock Davis CA 95616-7326

Deborah McKee Indian Harbour Beach FL 32937-4225

Rebecca Nafey Cerrillos NM 87010-0622

Gregory Rowley North Chesterfield VA 23237-3244

Pamela Krch Grand Junction CO 81507-2702

Liz Hickman-Heyner Kittredge CO 80457-0636

Linda Szymoniak Schererville IN 46375-2257

Kristina Baker Southaven MS 38671-8826

Mary Shea Falls Church VA 22042-4010

Aspen Brooks Glendale CO 80246-2227

Juanita Gonzalez San Francisco CA 94103-2277

Bruce Ross Katy TX 77449-6146

Brenda Hartman Reading PA 19604-2439

Deborah Scroggin Seminole FL 33776-1073

Margaret Lohr Commerce City CO 80022-7162

Steve Green Burlington WA 98233-3824

Diane Cote Leesburg FL 34748-9075

Noell Jackson Evergreen CO 80439-7712

Alyssa Freeman Henrico VA 23238-5224

Jovita Prinz Las Palmas Gc AL 35007-

Karen Rogers Torrance CA 90503-1124

Evelyn Och Pittsburgh PA 15216-1705

Kathie Kay Sheridan WY 82801-4821

Thomas Bornheimer Petaluma CA 94952-2835

Stacy Grossman Columbus OH 43209-1013

Christopher Lynch Farmington CT 06032-1009

Susan Hinkle Grand Rapids MI 49506-4146

Susan Messenger Waterford PA 16441-5306

Linda Nadeau Greenwich NY 12834-4630

Martha Vuist-Bruske Red Bluff CA 96080-7933

Tina Stewart Woodinville WA 98072-9565



Bobbi Feist Cedar Falls IA 50613-6961

Stella Bedard Qualicum Beach BC V9K 1B5

Mindy Finklea Kilgore TX 75662-5747

Annie Caton Brenham TX 77833-7102

Eva Cantu Dallas TX 75217-5145

Cassandra Williams Baton Rouge LA 70818-3212

Judy Friend of Defenders Vancouver WA 98661-1408

Sherri Kalman Albuquerque NM 87198-1492

Amitav Dash Guelph ON N1L0A2

Sheila Schally Stillwater MN 55082-9651

Theresa Badus Hoffman Estates IL 60169-1627

Claudia Martins Hialeah FL 33015-4734

Janine Ivory Wayne PA 19087-4702

Jessica Ramirez Lyndhurst NJ 07071-1888

Dorothy Krueger Mackinaw City MI 49701-0123

Joyce Britcher Davie FL 33324-4214

Gino Pastorino DALLAS TX 75242

Mark Coniglio Elmhurst IL 60126-1723

Lucinda Kamler Bishop CA 93514-7242

Michael Adas New Brunswick NJ 8901

Shannon Meadows BARTONVILLE IL 61607-1442

Suzanne Fejes Pompano Beach FL 33062-3133

Gina DiGiallonardo Timnath CO 80547-4608

Martin Wierimaa Santa Fe NM 87508-8115

Anna Weitzman Potomac MD 20854-4227

Melissa Hammerbeck Louisville KY 40205-2745

Quentin Fischer Roanoke VA 24018-2625

Donna Burns Lake Elsinore CA 92530-5168

Michael Busby Fruitvale ID 83612-6024

Thomas & Anne Franklin Bloomington MN 55431-2914

Mary Anne C. Tokar Baldwinsville NY 13027-9046

Brenda Bergeron Tulsa OK 74128-2802

Katrina Monroe Largo FL 33774-3841

Betty David Leawood KS 66206-2530

James Howarth Waukegan IL 60087-1857

Tara Ebrahimian Locust Valley NY 11560-1225

Sarah Ralph Cleburne TX 76033-6019

Greg Holtzapple Kent OH 44240-6751

Jerry Matsui Seattle WA 98122-5739

John Brown Camp Hill PA 17011-1514

Carol King North Las Vegas NV 89031-2043

Laura Yamase Killeen TX 76543-3364

Russell Weisz Santa Cruz CA 95060-6109

Vicky Matsui Seattle WA 98122-5739

Lauren Abrahamson Portland OR 97223-2890

Ruth Boice Shamong NJ 08088-8956

Angela Tilley Oklahoma City OK 73116-7326

Carole Vrshek Alsip IL 60803-1734

Carol Hawley San Diego CA 92116-3120

Fran Field Sparta WI 54656-1741

James Field El Paso TX 79912-2701

Heidi Schmitz Sausalito CA 94965-2547

Nancy Young Columbus OH 43227-2369

Pat Blackwell-Marchant Castro Valley CA 94552-1708



Paul Grohman Yonkers NY 10710-5161

Gena Anderson Glendale AZ 85302-3439

Janet Burke machans beach None 4878

Sharon Frank Lewisville TX 75077-7628

Janice Prokop-Heitman Plymouth MI 48170-3923

Dolores Snyder Middlesex NJ 08846-2318

Becky Berger Elko NV 89801-4619

Joan Stelter Yorkville IL 60560-9604

Ya Shih Draper UT 84020-8308

Janene Wong Phoenix AZ 85018-5815

Tim Cuthbertson Salt Lake City UT 84117-5538

Erika Seibel Eighty-Four PA 15330-2589

Darlene DuFrane Saint Petersburg FL 33704-2604

Terra Kennedy Maumelle AR 72113-6130

Dean Sigler Aloha OR 97003-2907

Kris Bogovich McMurray PA 15317-2817

Patricia Sweet San Francisco CA 94116-1049

Laura Nowack Brewster NY 10509-6515

Devon Benton Chicago IL 60660-3003

Mildred Gittinger Niskayuna NY 12309-5441

Susan Demarest Selkirk NY 12158-9709

Philip Reibman Charlotte NC 28277-4354

Ann Cohen Auburn MA 01501-1115

Victoria Wallington Pensacola FL 32514-6272

Gillian Deyoung Madison Heights MI 48071-2109

Anne Young Revere PA 18953-0517

Alicia Liang Portland OR 97214-5701

Cassandra Treppeda Elmsford NY 10523-3103

Wayne & Kelly Hagenbuch Saint Louis MO 63104-2549

Terry Keil Glen Burnie MD 21061-2727

Gina LoBiondo Havertown PA 19083-2833

Donna Smith Havertown PA 19083-2028

Linda Mooney Flagstaff AZ 86004-1411

Georgianne Dunn Falmouth MA 02540-1618

Haley Hughes Essex MA 01929-1210

T Young Austin TX 78748-6876

Lynda Kerr North Royalton OH 44133-3615

Ralph Hagewood Asheville NC 28806-3917

Tammy Fenske Plentywood MT 59254-1532

Richard Smith Celebration FL 34747-0066

Helen Briner Chicago IL 60603-5325

Jessica Blagen Minneapolis MN 55437-2505

Anne Wells Leesburg VA 20176-6901

Lisa Pipkin Chesapeake VA 23321-3913

Leah Franqui Philadelphia PA 19103-5604

Amanda Collins Dallas TX 75204-3488

Norman Bishop Bozeman MT 59715-9391

Stacey Francis Austin TX 78727-5874

Lily Li San Bruno CA 94066-3618

Nancy Martin Palo Alto CA 94303-4858

Amy Kelm Everett WA 98201-1017

Diane Hestich Colton CA 92324-4532

Donna Ksczanowicz Rochester NY 14612-3231

Clarice Hampel Foster City CA 94404-3810



Rosa Rodriguez Brooklyn NY 11201-4589

Tonya Eggleston Foxboro MA 02035-5217

Nick Gerner Southlake TX 76092-6702

Jeanne Held-Warmkessel North Wales PA 19454-4285

Charles Bittorf Pinetop AZ 85935-1123

Karen Felts Noblesville IN 46060-4827

Lorraine Hartmann Seattle WA 98125-6943

Lynn Olson Deming NM 88030-4532

Vic Xx W. Bloomfield MI 48343

Carole De Koatz Barrington IL 60010-1987

Joseph & Kathryn Malkin San Francisco CA 94126-2869

Barbara Gholz Falls Church VA 22041-1421

Barbara Potts Jourdanton TX 78026-5449

Evelio Pina San Juan PR 00936-3484

Rose Wilkins Saint Petersburg FL 33707-1508

Carol Sardo Greenacres FL 33463-5936

Valerie Bigelow Helena MT 59602-9050

Barbara Hegedus Parkesburg PA 19365-9198

Cindy Grimes Websterville VT 05678-0196

Alice Logan Pittsburgh PA 15218-2328

Barbara Weeks Mountainside NJ 07092-1305

Katarzyna Rybicka Philadelphia PA 19122

Katherine Foster Princeton NJ 08540-1928

Kim Sherman Water Mill NY 11976-2502

Frances Howell Winter Haven FL 33881-9618

Joyce Lahna HASTINGS FL 32145-4414

K. Arnone Brooklyn NY 11204-5626

Denise Whitney Erie PA 16505-1311

Nadia Cambours Toulouse NY 11310

Elizabeth Ullrick Phoenix AZ 85032-6342

Jeanne Greene Chico CA 95928-9468

Beth Carr Stafford NY 14143-9501

Carroll Dartez Houston TX 77057-4205

Patricia Forrest Santa Cruz CA 95060-6167

Steve Wanninger Rockford IL 61103-4748

Victoria Walton Wayland MA 01778-1409

LAra Jett Philadelphia PA 19107-6016

Thomas Whitcomb Alderson WV 24910-7317

Susan Imker Isanti MN 55040-7201

Debbie Stegeman Lone tree CO 80124-5579

Jeanette Taylor Arlington VA 22207-2537

Kristine Boggis San Diego CA 92115-6841

Carla Shuford Chapel Hill NC 27514-1640

Ranae Hamor Gilman IA 50106-9498

Laura Horowitz Pittsburgh PA 15217-1840

Mary Amerman West Des Moines IA 50265-5788

Lisa Salazar Shasta Lake CA 96089-5795

Patty Griffey Secane PA 19018-3308

Karen Neubauer Geelong None 3219

Howard Schultz Swartz Creek MI 48473-8903

A. Norie Kamas UT 84036-8001

Sara Brydges Concord MA 01742-4917

Daurese Rene' Valencia CA 91355-3312

Margery Ellison Goodyear AZ 85395-8751



Marty Crowley Port Townsend WA 98368-2226

Dorothy Stenske Crestview FL 32536-5458

Coralie Russell Portland OR 97221-3929

Sandra Breakfield Dallas TX 75236-2248

John Gieser Seattle WA 98117-4420

Maria Everett Elkton MD 21921-6517

Judy Skopek Vista CA 92084-7625

Helena Gijsbers van Wijk Pasadena TX 77502-3836

Eva Marks-Curatolo Scotia, NY NY 12302-1410

Rick Cameron Hurley NY 12443-5422

Michael MacLafferty Berkeley CA 94707-1535

Karen Murphy Newtown Sq PA 19073

Donna Voepel Wentzville MO 63385-1329

Mary Cooke Lr. Sackville NS B4C 1V9

Kevin Kerwin Westlake OH 44145-3001

Sonrisa Roulier Camarillo CA 93010-2016

Cathy Spalding Olympia WA 98516-9514

Genevera Wells Novato CA 94949-3305

Sarah Salter Lynnwood WA 98036-5015

Craig Hamann Burbank CA 91505-3979

Dirk Beving Los Angeles CA 90066-1729

M Cariaga Long Beach CA 90808-2830

Doris Raspa Vancouver WA 98662-3131

Grant Baker Itasca IL 60143-1029

Barbara Whyman Ventura CA 93001-2155

Keith Britton Cheltenham PA 19012-1322

Peggy Powell Providence RI 02906-1772

Christine Trudeau Dryden MI 48428-9752

Leslie Spoon Los Osos CA 93402-1863

James Bartlett Chehalis WA 98532-9411

Lance Shugerman Jacksonville FL 32206-4537

Janis Whitcomb Auburn WA 98092-9008

Kathleen Bungarz Walnut Creek CA 94598-9227

J. Veronique Sanson Atlanta GA 30324-4712

Jane Birenberg Chicago IL 60657-5601

Margaret Cohea El Cerrito CA 94530-2421

Brian Umstead WHITEHALL PA 18052-2234

Janet Whitcomb Chicago IL 60637-2035

Cynthia Conner akron OH 44319-3309

Vincent Tyszka Allen Park MI 48101-1456

Allie Tennant Ft Myers FL 33905-4119

Joanie Martinez Moose Pass AK 99631-0222

Jean Mattke Broomfield CO 80021-5096

Barb Selvage Vancouver BC V6M 2V3

Kelly Choi Madison NJ 07940-1014

Elizabeth Campbell Omaha NE 68164-9640

Catherine Fee Union NJ 07083-9020

Susan B Philadelphia PA 19107-6146

Laura Kielman Rancho Cordova CA 95670-3551

Leslie Armstrong Staten Island NY 10307-1327

C. Kasey Mechanicsville VA 23116-2781

Patricia Carlton-McQueen Albuquerque NM 87110-7711

Gill Fahrenwald Olympia WA 98507-2323

Ken Canty Dudley MA 01571-6309



Bernie DeHut Bergland MI 49910-9514

Maria White ALOHA OR 97007-5623

Esther Leonard Huntington WV 25705-1324

Dorothy Poppe Louisville KY 40241-3100

Scott Graham Union Grove WI 53182-1052

tyler harrington Schuyler Falls NY 12985-2324

J.L. Angell Rescue CA 95672-9411

Darlene Jakusz Amherst Jct. WI 54407-9580

Debora Christensen Manteno IL 60950-1439

Jerry Kessinger Lynnwood WA 98087-1867

Linda Green Clayton NC 27527-6675

Marlyne Hadley Clayton CA 94517-1433

Jana Austin Prescott AZ 86301-5905

Sara Chatfield Evanston IL 60201-2124

Lee Bartell Eastham MA 02642-1691

Laura Nawojchik Columbus OH 43228-9279

Kathy Long Hamburg PA 19526-7993

Kimberly Rigano Stuart FL 34997-7111

Christina Hameline Hinesville GA 31313-6130

Cristina Amarillas Santa Rosa CA 95405-7048

Joseph Rodriguez san jose CA 95121-1535

Nancy Gutierrez Palm Desert CA 92260-4910

Michelle Oroz Auburn CA 95603-9532

Paula CArrier San Diego CA 921011612

Richard Chamberlain Concord CA 94518-3251

Gary Beckerman Santa Ynez CA 93460-9615

Andrew Altamirano Los Angeles CA 90026-3382

Marti Cooksey Colorado Springs CO 80905-7337

Leigh Flury Jacksonville FL 32204-3540

Maureen McCarthy Marblehead MA 01945-5515

Peter Kahigian Haverhill MA 01832-1288

Christine King Southampton MA 01073-9432

Laurie Miller Millersville MD 21108-1343

Karl Fugate Portage MI 49024-7842

Rodney Hemmila White Bear Lake MN 55110-3755

Fred Vanderbeek South St. Paul MN 55075-0322

Cathy Ream Clinton MT 59825-9708

Kay Johnson Jamestown NY 14701-9477

Laura Hanks Milwaukie OR 97222-2325

Ramona Ponessa Bandon OR 97411-2047

Kathy Sweeney Ocean View DE 19970

Caroline Boston Bluffton SC 29910-6568

William Huddle Ivanhoe VA 24350-3636

Anthony Buch Seattle WA 98115-7986

Tom Swoffer Ravensdale WA 98051-8921

Michael Klausing Nitro WV 25143-1156

Roe Jewell Wheeling WV 26003-0737

Jennifer Robinson Manitou Springs CO 80829-1752

Marie Raich Delray Beach FL 33484-4884

Felina McCready Orange CA 92865-1096

Jean Galati New Castle PA 16101-2614

Joyce Hergenrader Aloha OR 97078-3737

Christian Stuttler Deerfield OH 44411-8708

Maurice Robichaud Southbury CT 06488-6645



Derek Gendvil Las Vegas NV 89117-5744

Stacey Rohrbaugh Willits CA 95490-8722

Sandy Draus Phoenix AZ 85018-4824

Jennifer Gitschier Leicester MA 01524-1853

Maria Kordes Floral Park NY 11001-1419

Linda Seaman Winthrop WA 98862-0930

Tiffany Cannoncro Asheville NC 28806-4248

Diane Beylen Fox Lake IL 60020-1444

Phyllis Buckley Riverside RI 02915-3112

June Macarthur Port Orchard WA 98366-3830

Renee Chotiner Hamden CT 06517-3402

Bonnie Macraith Arcata CA 95521-5119

Leonard Marcus Newton MA 02465-2800

Linda Marshall Greenville SC 29606-5743

Penny Bryan Ruther Glen VA 22546-5004

Ma. Guillermo Merida None 97115

Candace Batten Los Angeles CA 90032-1308

Barry Schwartz Napa CA 94559-3203

James Thomas Chapel Hill NC 27514-9618

Josephine Lowrey Montpelier VT 05602-3127

Marylucia Arace Oceanside CA 92057-8614

Earl Smith Buford GA 30519-3938

Matt Blackall Chicago IL 60618-2506

Timothy Miller Denver CO 80207-3748

Lynne Glaeske Denver CO 80237-1503

Su-Wen Chen Bend OR 97703-7301

Andrea Young Muncy PA 17756-7448

Amanda Randolph Lakewood CO 80214-5216

Cora Whitmore Bangor ME 04401-4932

Danielle Shannon Chicago IL 60618-6722

Joel Clasemann Duluth MN 55806-1216

Jennifer Harris San Francisco CA 94102-5616

Terri Paul Denver CO 80232-5423

Myrna Freeman North Fork CA 93643-9589

Artineh Havan Burbank CA 91501-2529

Amy Zink Oakland CA 94606-1167

Saskia Santos Columbia SC 29209-1918

Andrea Cockerham Milwaukee WI 53213-1919

Lorraine Johnson Seattle WA 98125-2603

Rod Nippert Amesville OH 45711-9483

Edith Alston New York NY 10024-5353

Michael Rosa Windsor CT 06095-0754

Jean Glassman Arlington MA 02476-7803

Marisa Baca Fremont CA 94536-

Cary Appenzeller Brooklyn NY 11215-1363

David Keogh Sydney AK 20951

Lisa May Reynolds Beaufort SC 29907-2109

Deborah Duley Mechanicsville MD 20659-3865

Christine Powell Gaithersburg MD 20882-3002

Laura Huddlestone Seattle WA 98106-1549

Morgan MacConaugha-Snyder Anchorage AK 99507-4408

Raymond Zahra Florissant MO 63033-2523

Susan Waters Deer Park WA 99006-1303

Shellee Colen Brooklyn NY 11218-4313



Andrea Dash Brooklyn NY 11201-4016

Kathleen Erickson Tucson AZ 85743-8330

Vanessa Gonzalez-Green Baltimore MD 21286-5634

r f conifer CO 80433-6906

Lanie Cox spokane WA 99224-8242

Ellen Piascik Linden NJ 07036-5904

Eva Havas Washington DC 20003-5324

Adarsh Ayyar Paradise Valley AZ 85253-5328

James Foltz Boulder CO 80304-1902

Theresa Deery Bluffton SC 29909-4410

Greg Raschke Raleigh NC 27612-4761

Christopher Grill Albany NY 12208-1906

Sandra Polk Flemington NJ 08822-5531

Ruth Sheridan Anchorage AK 99508-2327

Maureen Knutsen Naknek AK 99633-0134

Linda Klein El Segundo CA 90245-3259

Mark Giese Racine WI 53403-3606

Jennifer Weaver-Neist Hillsboro OR 97123-6021

Mary Chase Eagan MN 55122-1617

eduardo arizmendi Mexico None 3100

Leslene Dunn Cape Town OK 74051

Melanie Goldman Valley Center CA 92082-5006

Kim Forrest Los Banos CA 93635-5161

Patti Schultze Lutz FL 33558-6315

Linda Bingle Saint Charles IL 60175-4711

Dawn Albanese Elk Grove Village IL 60007-1718

Debra Brinker Dublin OH 43017-2847

Linda Bader Cedar Rapids IA 52402-7344

Ann Edelman Reynoldsburg OH 43068-1662

Barbara Wojtczak Chandler AZ 85226-3509

Harold Shepherd Nashville TN 37209-1304

Ruth Gross Trumbull CT 06611-4538

Christine Rattigan Frankfort IL 60423-2293

Robert Foley Jr Attleboro MA 02703-2007

Jill Babore Philadelphia PA 19146-2434

Mary Loomba Valhalla NY 10595-1639

Janet Peterson Troy MI 48084-1741

Mary Judge Santa Fe NM 87505-1022

Mary Ann Gajda Naperville IL 60540-7546

Karen Lipsky Los Angeles CA 90049-4317

Glenn Ackerson Ft. Collins CO 80525-2001

John Altshuler Eugene OR 97408-7389

Charles Wieland San Ramon CA 94583-1683

Linda DeLaquil Lake Saint Louis MO 63367-1958

Becky Stadthagen Winter Haven FL 33884-2215

Ed Dunn Drexel Hill PA 19026-5127

Rebecca Russ Richardson TX 75080-5825

Lisa Mazzola Tampa FL 33612-5013

Janet Clare Mississauga ON L5H 3Y5

Peg Kucek Pottstown PA 19464-2539

Ann Barnes Russell PA 16345-2805

Betty Pappas Allentown PA 18103-7707

Russ Elliott Asheville NC 28804-2014

Dawn Mead Lakewood CO 80228-3063



Nina Perino Palm Harbor FL 34684-4630

Shirley Jackson Saint Louis MO 63129-3028

George Picchioni bronx NY 10462-3126

Michael Scarola New York NY 10014-1927

Joan DeMeo Sunnyvale CA 94089-2178

Heather Denney Maineville OH 45039-8117

Jennifer Gindt Yakima WA 98902-5091

Matthew Borland Saint Johns FL 32259-4037

Arlene Scovotti Scarsdale NY 10583-1580

Robert Giannone Gold Canyon AZ 85118-5953

Cheryl Turnbough St. Louis MO 63109-2313

Bob Primiano Somerset NJ 08873-4654

Leslie Smith San Marcos TX 78666-5403

Donna Kersey Rutherfordton NC 28139-7459

Mary Ann Nowack Knightdale NC 27545-8354

Erin Kennedy Kearsarge NH 03847-4409

Marie Rago Northampton PA 18067-1436

Damon Snyder Manheim PA 17545-8627

Marian Petrovich Brookfield IL 60513-1432

L. Gail Grunder Black Hawk CO 80422-8920

Kathleen Lang Sanbornville NH 03872-4207

Shannon Marshall Baltimore MD 21214-1322

Lise Vandal Alma QuÃ©bec G8B 2J7

Jovita Prinz Las Palmas Gc AL 35007

Gerald Kuhn roanoke VA 24014-2283

Juli Banana Conklin NY 13748-1307

Debra Ruppert Biglerville PA 17307-9048

Liz Vanden Heuvel Annapolis MD 21403-4046

Michelle Sampery Arbutus MD 21227-3810

Leon Clingman Scarsdale NY 10583-7569

Diane Kastel Wheaton IL 60189-8444

Lindsay Mugglestone Berkeley CA 94705-1948

Millie Bush Wichita KS 67203-5742

Judy Cherepko East Stroudsburg PA 18301-8356

Doreen Domb Grass Valley CA 95945-3501

Rosemary Busterna Albuquerque NM 87120-6803

Stephen Shaw San Rafael CA 94903-2446

Brooks Browne Silver Spring MD 20910-5449

Brenda Xitlali Cruz Valdez Guadalupe None 67170

Craig Kleber Shillington PA 19607-9365

E Caulfield Hackensack NJ 07601-2966

Carolyn Pettis Santa Clarita CA 91350-3346

Linda Bielski Astoria NY 11103-4559

Emily Dickinson-Adams Suffield Hartford County CT 06093-0250

Liz Smith New Castle IN 47362-1761

Gina Writz Littleton CO 80123-4496

William Hutchings Birmingham AL 35213-2854

Pete Sandifer Montgomery AL 36109-1824

June Maker Tucson AZ 85705-7870

Margaret Cathey Gilbert AZ 85297-9423

Chris DeFrank Youngstown OH 44512-3527

Lisa Rubin Huntington Beach CA 92647-5285

Jean King Livermore CA 94550-3414

Raul Lopez Los Angeles CA 90012-5017



George Klipfel II, CLS, MT(ASCP) Cathedral City CA 92234-8405

Marcia Flannery Oakland CA 94609-2608

Michael Bondoc Ellenton FL 34222-4366

Matthew Reola San Clemente CA 92672-4133

Urmila Padmanabhan Fremont CA 94538

Asano Fertig Berkeley CA 94702-1427

Robin Van Tassell Summerland CA 93067-0641

Richard Puaoi Novato CA 94949-6627

Joyce Sortland Grass Valley CA 95945-3437

Ellene Duffy Golden CO 80403-7764

Kat Shaffer Tampa FL 33615-4905

jane White Melbourne FL 32935-6812

Mark Soenksen De Witt IA 52742-9408

Shirley Armand Peoria IL 61603-2061

Dale Janssen Homer Glen IL 60491-6102

Eldon Grossman Chicago IL 60618-7516

Patricia Nickel Wichita KS 67208-2948

Jill Hissom Richmond KY 40475-3417

Tammy Luppino Winchendon MA 01475-1811

Deborah Spencer Billerica MA 01821-1401

Pamela Levesque Ware MA 01082-9438

Mindy Maxwell Rockport MA 01966-1232

Ted Knight Milwaukee WI 53217-1506

Leigh Sands Denton MD 21629-2360

Nancy Weatherwax Albion MI 49224-9107

Kathleen Boylan Omaha NE 68137-1019

Megan LeCluyse Philadelphia PA 19147-3743

Jamie Greer West Orange NJ 07052-4846

Robert Snyder North Syracuse NY 13212-2406

Amanda Alcamo New Hyde Park NY 11040-1519

Liam Whitlock Oklahoma City OK 73120-4903

James Cook Boring OR 97009-8151

Robert Burch Coquille OR 97423-8509

Susan Lemer ELMIRA OR 97437-0096

Helene Rosen Ivyland PA 18974-6127

Donna Logan Erie PA 16506-2120

Sheri Deorio Pittsurgh PA 15237-3747

Eric Pash Indiana PA 15701-8446

Josh Craven Blue bell PA 19422-3510

Tim Nauss Grandville MI 49418-1342

Diana Williams Coppell TX 75019-3342

Carolina Camarillo Laredo TX 78046-8133

Jerry Mylius Austin TX 78741-3707

Ed Fiedler Austin TX 78758-2444

Martin Balk Quitman TX 75783-

Phyllis Erwin Guilford VT 05301-7174

Corinne Salcedo Anacortes WA 98221-3287

Tika Bordelon Seattle WA 98101-1965

Stacy Roberts sandy springs GA 303284298

Sharon Poessel Boise ID 83706-5192

Lana Horan Porthill ID 83853-9600

Chris Hazynski Burlington NJ 08016-3034

Gale Kirk Newport Beach CA 92660-0708

Greg Rosas Castro Valley CA 94546-3653



Carol Tao Salinas CA 93901-2570

Robert Freeborn State College PA 16803-1104

Mike Morucci Ellicott City MD 21043-6447

B Wilcox Spartanburg SC 29301-3629

Jane Kennedy Sawina Corrales NM 87048-5116

Margaret Fry Wilmington NC 28409-5113

Krista Florin tenafly NJ 07670-2645

Richard Guier New York NY 10025-2976

Christopher Marrero Las Vegas NV 89129-8139

Francisco Velez Bronxville NY 10708-3318

S K Davis Bristol CT 6010

Jeffrey Freilich Port Jervis NY 12771-3423

Kate Key Alexandria VA 22314-3813

Brian Schwartz Freehold NJ 07728-8548

Daniel Diehl Massillon OH 44646-4545

Marilyh Briones Dublin CA 94568-3843

Valerie Robbins Atlanta GA 30329-3319

Tollie Bohl Hood River OR 97031-1099

Erin Burnette Richmond VA 23227-3730

Jim Watkins Grand Rapids MI 49512-7903

Roger Stanley Newark DE 19711-3616

Kathleen Walsh Hazlet NJ 07730-1442

Marlene Miller Butte MT 59702-4017

A Lisbin Avoca NY 14809-9553

Suzanne Leduc Elmira OR 97437-9797

Dan Anderson Roseville CA 95747-5045

Lezlie Ringland Northglenn CO 80234-3809

Louise Friedenson Des Plaines IL 60016-5193

Maggie D'Arcy New York NY 10016-2557

Thomas Humphrey Skokie IL 60076-1128

Richard Rutherford Staunton VA 24401-3412

Ann Dickman Langhorne PA 19053-1935

Jerome Roth Tempe AZ 85281-6118

Alice Bloch Saint Louis MO 63130-3041

Steve Daytona Coral Springs FL 33071-6620

Sharon Burge Salem OR 97306-2011

Drena Lapointe-Meyer Scottsdale AZ 85250-4799

Julie Gallagher Reisterstown MD 21136-2428

Nick Epstein Chicago IL 60654-4714

Albert Gamble Jamestown RI 02835-1736

Robert Stanley HIGHLAND PARK IL 60035-5513

Becky Mallett Centreville VA 20120-1441

Yvette Goot Colville WA 99114

Laurie Neill Smith River CA 95567-9317

Carolyn Rhazi Mission Viejo CA 92691-5213

Heyward Nash Minneapolis MN 55404-5306

Alyce Mulloy Nanjemoy MD 20662-3510

George Spagna Ashland VA 23005-2194

Paul Franzmann Walla Walla WA 99362-3192

Lainie Covington Asheville NC 28806-4507

James Bengel Wendell NC 27591-9713

Laurinda Porter Bloomington MN 55438-2536

Daniel Shields Keansburg NJ 07734-1545

Sandy Beck Iowa City IA 52240-5824



Edward Kuczynski Houston TX 77007-8300

Craig Figtree Chicago IL 60614-5015

Everett Sparks pittsboro IN 46167-9046

Susan Sherard Chandler AZ 85286-2790

Stephanie Hargrave Mosier OR 97040-0453

Steve Schildwachter Winter Garden FL 34787-9125

Thomas Forsyth Goffstown NH 03045-2405

Sarah Epstein Washington DC 20015-1132

Amy Lippman Flagstaff AZ 86001-4418

Keith D'Alessandro Canton MI 48187-3070

Jack Roberts Lancaster PA 17603-3708

David Woolsey Ellsworth ME 04605-3471

Karl Koessel McKinleyville CA 95519-8168

Sherry Rubinstein Arvada CO 80005-2417

Natalie Koury Portland OR 97219-4205

Rebecca Stumpf Brooklyn NY 11215-7257

Thomas Warner Cincinnati OH 45209-1244

Marlene Ludlow Mount Shasta CA 96067-9475

Marc Dumas Fairbanks AK 99712-1309

Beth Levin Portland OR 97213-2415

Rochelle Lazio Lakewood OH 44107-2022

Charlotte Wolfe Apopka FL 32712-4501

Mia Stein-Kodzik Wauwatosa WI 53213-1610

Amanda Summers Chicago IL 60625-3615

Patricia S Syracuse NY 13224-1537

Angela Kelly Olympia WA 98501-2943

Victor Miiller Des Moines IA 50310-5951

Kari Millette Sacramento CA 95831-3004

Eric Fournier Watertown MA 02472-3913

Billy Kemp Tacoma WA 98411-2396

Albert Gauna Trinidad CO 81082-1916

Sandra Cobb Moreland Hills OH 44022-1124

Gabriel Fidler Maryville TN 37804-3181

James Jacobs Hays KS 67601-2220

Michelle Ramauro Keene NH 03431-3240

Michael Braude Menlo Park CA 94025-6003

Julia Radwany Akron OH 44333-1743

Elizabeth Schwartz Long Island City NY 11106-4285

Ken Schefter Olathe KS 66062-4591

Jason Husby minneapolis MN 55412-2651

Brett Kieslich Davenport FL 33837-7608

Marty Harrison Waco GA 30182-2615

Lori Stokes Arlington MA 02474-2603

Larry Bogolub Saint Paul MN 55105-2216

Lynn Pearson Wheeling IL 60090-4408

Thomas Beatini Hillsdale NJ 07642-1040

Carol Rall Lansing MI 48915-1271

Alison Stonefield Springfield MA 01108-2507

Jimmie Lunsford San Diego CA 92176-6642

Renee Klein Marina del Rey CA 90292-7026

William Welkowitz Arlington VA 22202-2972

Thomas Campanini York PA 17403-9126

Bruce Switzer Tucson AZ 85750-6417

Donald Di Russo Hyde Park MA 02136-3431



James Giles Quilcene WA 98376-0640

Laura Kiholm Mesa AZ 85207-4539

Cindy Schultz Seaford NY 11783-2903

Sandra Kerr Richmond VA 23236-2428

Amy Walter Seattle WA 98115-0271

Michael Hogan Del Mar CA 92014-4230

Thomas Anderson Huntington Beach CA 92649-2655

Teresa Allen Deming WA 98244-9513

Irwin Hoenig Laurel MD 20726-5292

Chris Evans Broomfield CO 80020-2025

Linda Trevillian Alhambra CA 91803-3727

Robert Riddle Willowbrook IL 60527-6123

Andrea Whitson San Jose CA 95118-1705

Don Thomsen Spokane WA 99202-4278

Stephen Wilson Gleneden Beach OR 97388

Claire Joaquin Pollock Pines CA 95726-9013

Dawn O' Rourke Chicago IL 60613-3020

Matthew Wire Salina KS 67401-5855

Shelley Kilbon Loveland CO 80538-1453

Eloise Hill Alameda CA 94501-3797

Aleks Kosowicz Hayward WI 54843-4093

Joan Sample Golden CO 80401-9650

Margaret Fitch San Jose CA 95127-1142

Christian Reyes Moreno Valley CA 92555-2011

Dianna McNair Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730-3331

Sammy Ehrnman Alta Loma CA 91701-5352

Philip Maloney Boulder CO 80301-5484

Susan Higgins Glendale CA 91203-1221

Vicky Tsoi santa monica CA 90404-6877

Kathy Steffens Columbus OH 43214-3172

Nick Barcott Lynnwood WA 98087-2029

Karen Brant San Francisco CA 94117-4320

Riley Canada Marietta GA 30064-4091

Mae Basye Fuquay Varina NC 27526-8719

Jesse Croxton Venice CA 90291

Gilda Fusilier Sacramento CA 95831-1382

Patrick Niese Batesville IN 47006-8207

Rolf Johnson Albany CA 94706-1511

Roberta Gerber Bonita Springs FL 34134-7422

Blake Wu Lafayette CA 94549-3503

Linda Rossin Lk Hopatcong NJ 07849-1248

Eric Polczynski Pagosa Springs CO 81147-3483

Saul Schreier Somerset NJ 08873-7406

Carolynne Myall Spokane WA 99202-2523

Melodie Huffman Danville IL 61832-1415

Anne Munitz Santa Monica CA 90402-2921

Victoria Wade Marina CA 93933-2204

Nicole De Nardis Marshfield WI 54449-1427

Akira Asada Takarazuka None 0

Chris Eaton Tujunga CA 91042-1836

Jane Metcalfe Seattle WA 98105-3622

D. Thornton-Branch Sweetwater TX 79556-1907

Daniel Mink LANCASTER PA 17601-4306

Michelle Sewald Denver CO 80202-1257



Deborah Cruz Ferndale WA 98248-9774

Ellen Madsen Olympia WA 98502-2520

Sibyll Gilbert Pawling NY 12564-3427

Tim Vancelette Clayton NC 27520-7094

F. Carlene Reuscher Costa Mesa CA 92626-4840

Randolph Hogan Falls Village CT 06031-1009

Julie Beer Palo Alto CA 94306-1518

Kenneth Miller Topanga CA 90290-4410

Clara Beard Los Angeles CA 90066-2703

Emily Dupras-Carceles New York NY 10036-3540

Cami Leonard Goodyear AZ 85016-4327

Sharon Fritsch Chico CA 95928-7267

William and Cathleen Schmonsees Buckeye AZ 85396-3696

Daniel Willner New York NY 10075-1322

Jane Nechville Bloomington MN 55420-4921

William Gies Saratoga CA 95070-6242

Victoria Behar Thousand Oaks CA 91360-7038

Neal Steiner Los Angeles CA 90034-1841

Marianne Schappek Butte MT 59701-8935

Judith Schwab Mercer Island, WA 98040-3147

Lawrence East Jacksonville NC 28540-5547

Rebecca Mosher Columbus OH 43211-1252

Robert Cook New Britain PA 18901-5207

Cindy Yokem Conway AR 72034-8294

Rachel Imholte Minneapolis MN 55417-3119

Michael Kast Panorama City CA 91402-1476

Patricia Borri Wheat Ridge CO 80033-5268

Anthony Leale Mt. Holly NJ 08060-1029

Jamie Straw Bainbridge Island WA 98110-1952

Nora Polk Portland OR 97206-6605

Linda Stock Cypress CA 90630-3502

Cam Martinez San Diego CA 92104-1370

Penny Altman Sharon MA 02067-3314

Ellen Wasfi Dover DE 19904-7111

Chris Tauson Olympia WA 98502-3892

Deborah Dissette Brighton CO 80601-5107

Anje' Waters Grass Valley CA 95945-7804

Kathleen King Madison WI 53705-2537

Heather Murawski Renton WA 98058-0610

Laura Sternberg San Jose CA 95120-4854

Silvana Borrelli Englewood CO 80113-6817

Sandra Fujita Kaneohe HI 96744-2245

Jen Manders Dubuque IA 52001-1130

Johanna Cummings Rochester NY 14620-1334

Alicia Salazar Los Angeles CA 90032-1505

Mercedes Benet Carlsbad CA 92009-7301

Jacki Apple Los Angeles CA 90034-4947

Richard Lewis Henderson NV 89012-4557

Joyce Filauri Coraopolis PA 15108-8975

Kathryn DiGiorgio Philadelphia PA 19128-3004

Lee Bonini Clayton DE 19938-9789

Ben Fowler Nashville TN 37206-2242

Richard Montgomery Corpus Christi TX 78411-1642

Jason Nichols Maryville TN 37803-0658



Erma Lewis Brooklyn NY 11204-2801

Eva Gotlib Naples FL 34113-3219

Betty Kowall Penngrove CA 94951-9628

John Roig Santa Fe NM 87506-0245

Jinah Yoon San Jose CA 95111-3849

Amy Wrobel La Crosse WI 54601-2321

Sofia P. Las Vegas NV 89145-6238

Deborah Moshier-Dunn Waterford CT 06385-1411

Peter Repak Beachwood NJ 08722-2303

Natalie Alexander Kaneohe HI 96744-6130

Laurel Powers Petaluma CA 94952-8114

James Pruitte Greenville SC 29609-4917

Marjorie Xavier Hayward CA 94542-2152

Kimberly Wong Burbank CA 91504-2629

Marcia Niska Las Vegas NV 89103-4309

Antonia Powell VENICE CA 90291-3641

Barbara Baker Cambridge MD 21613-1354

Paula Long Junction City KS 66441-4525

Dana Sharbrough Charleston SC 29407-3738

Jon Schroeder St. Paul MN 55113

Nancy Nilssen Dublin CA 94568-3603

Monique Maas Anacortes WA 98221-9416

Deborah Devers York PA 17401-3857

Mary Stone Oriental NC 28571-9315

Meg Belcher Deland FL 32724-4904

Letitia Dace Manhattan KS 66502-3538

Michael Hoksbergen New Sharon IA 50207-0166

Meredith Hayward Aurora CO 80012-3304

Chris Robertson Reno NV 89509-2650

Geri Miller San Diego CA 92103-3904

Randall Nord Linden VA 22642-6631

Jeff Reynolds Bangor ME 04401-5933

M Langelan Chevy Chase MD 20815-4051

Damon Brown Los Angeles CA 90016-5229

Kevin Kirwan Princeville IL 61559-9719

Martha Gilleran Bound Brook NJ 08805-1317

Eric West Port Orange FL 32127-6515

Susan Bradshaw Annandale VA 22003-2723

Don Bergey Winston Salem NC 27106-4811

Paul Vesper Berkeley CA 94703-1237

Nicholas Hennessy BOWLING GREEN OH 43402-3726

Jane Stein New York NY 10011-5471

Gale Lederer EL CERRITO CA 94530-2509

Deborah Kassis Roseville CA 95678-1000

William Stewart Arlington VA 22207-4325

Nancy Gowani Winnetka CA 91396-2533

Kurt Shaffer Cleveland OH 44111-1040

Janet Carpenter University Pk MD 20782-1181

Lori McKenna Indianola WA 98342-0459

Lynne Schnupp Mccall ID 83638-5342

Martha Izzo Evergreen CO 80437-0755

Jeffrey Grayson Plainfield NJ 07060-3418

Jo Macdonnell Fair Lawn NJ 07410-6205

Debbie Kenyon Apex NC 27502-1361



Philip Leinhart Cooperstown NY 13326-1214

Robert McArtor Wilmington NC 28403-8012

Robin Reinhart San Diego CA 92104-4907

Albert Ulrich, Jr. Bronx NY 10454-2187

Karen Milo Bradenton FL 34211-7174

Laura Utrecht Dallas TX 75214-3617

Judson Woodard Sutter Creek CA 95685-9632

Sayrah Namaste Albuquerque NM 87110-6533

Steven Federman Ottawa Hills OH 43606-2506

Ivan & Judith Kazen Sarasota FL 34231-7641

Tracey Smallwood Waldorf, MD 20601-3322

Katie Young Chicago IL 60634-3425

Cesarina Somogy Naples FL 34117-6126

Tom France Fort Spring WV 24970-9796

Susan Lewis Ann Arbor MI 48104-6207

Karen Scotese Evanston IL 60202-3661

Robert Glover FRESNO CA 93726-2313

Richard Heinlein Trevor WI 53179-0152

Susan Balaban Wilmette IL 60091-2949

Katrina Gergely pensacola FL 32503-2109

Steven Kranowski Blacksburg VA 24060-3431

roger schmidt Prairie Du Chien WI 53821-2368

Ethel Messuri Elyria OH 44035-4018

Claire Morency Vancouver WA 98682-6300

Paula Jain Nevada City CA 95959-2614

Jillian Shea Port Ludlow WA 98365-9577

Kirk Rhoads Mountain Home AR 72653-4270

Michael Fine Bethesda MD 20814-4034

Gary Carpenter Plano TX 75093-7140

Mary Begrisch Mamaroneck NY 10543-1118

Thomas Roy Evergreen CO 80439-7820

Dennis Schaef Meadville PA 16335-8070

Edith Root Old Chatham NY 12136-2716

Gail Lauinger Mendocino CA 95460-9704

Amy Schneider Newton MA 02459-2405

J Gillette Bayfield CO 81122-9472

John MacKey Chicago IL 60618

Susan Wilson Kent WA 98031-1116

Amy Suzanne Heneveld Enosburg Falls VT 05450-5087

Gerald Wambach Bemidji MN 56601-9608

Judith Edwards Mendocino CA 95460-1187

Richard Dalsemer Carmel CA 93921-2353

Thomas Weber Flanders NY 11901-4240

Christine Marie Golden Valley AZ 86413-9419

Don Nardone Ballston Spa NY 12020-2694

Suzanne Bassano Oak Ridge NJ 07438-9603

Gail Frethem Minneapolis MN 55417-1701

Laura Waterworth Aurora CO 80013-7503

Jim Altree Durango CO 81301-8368

Michelle Kesselmayer Harleysville PA 19438-3082

Sharyn Belleville Montpelier VT 05602-4218

Margaret Griffin Stow OH 44224-3929

Randy Hare Dayton OH 45459-1101

Aubrey Wilson Greenwood Village CO 80111-3728



Rhonda Carvalho Soquel CA 95073-1341

Robina Ingram Rich Lake Oswego OR 97034-1646

Sirina Sucklal Laurel MD 20723-5884

Danielle Ifrah Pembroke Pines FL 33027-2339

Deborah Gandolfo Kirkland WA 98033-5522

Jay Lefkowitz Valley Glen CA 91401-3041

Carey Alberts Houston TX 77057-2726

Joan McCoy Fairfield CT 06825-5438

Helen Shoup Silver City NM 88061-5673

Susan Long Wilbraham MA 01095-2319

Karen Spradlin Jacksonville AL 36265-2751

Stephen La Serra Stoneham MA 02180-1170

Pam Brocious New York NY 10128-5552

Sarah Schaefer Oak Park IL 60304-1821

David Krueger Bloomington IN 47401-4694

Kaye Aurigemma Westchester IL 60154-5021

James Robertson Clearwater FL 33763-4012

Katrina Shortridge Corvallis OR 97333-3959

Paula Beltrone New York NY 10044-1116

Janet Saupp Bainbridge Island WA 98110-3044

M Rizo Sparks NV 89431-1239

Tiffany Watts Cudahy WI 53110-2827

Emily Seay Brooklyn NY 11215-6007

Melissa Paven Surfside Beach SC 29575-3960

Cassandra Rowley Salt lake UT 84116-2035

Joelle Porter Reno NV 89506-8617

Veronica Thompson Woodland Hills CA 91303-2446

Tena Lester Las Vegas NV 89147-6434

rita tinka New York NY 10128

Claudia Davies Dorval QC H9S 5K2

Nancy Orons Wexford PA 15090-8780

Norm Conrad Mount Vernon WA 98274-4758

Pamela Mullins Gloucester VA 23061-2824

Freya Harris Atlanta GA 30342-3336

Cindy DiCarlo Florence AZ 85132-7303

Kent Vella Tucson AZ 85737-3723

Angelina Saucedo Montebello CA 90640-0676

Valarie Welte San Rafael CA 94901-1917

Andrew Morghen Verdi NV 89439-0589

Stephanie Lovell Port Richey FL 34668-2650

Kim Westlake Denver CO 80207-3115

Maggie Louden Hedgesville WV 25427-1704

Vivian Barro Elyria OH 44035-6449

Steve Uyenishi Seattle WA 98115-6009

John Page Hardwick VT 05843-0706

Marge Dakouzlian Staten Island NY 10301-1936

Stephen Hanlon Los Angeles CA 90049-2336

Dg Gryk Manchester CT 06042-2078

Harriett Clementson placitas NM 87043-8610

Leslie Sherman Kirkland WA 98033-7373

Jackie Holtzclaw Clarkesville GA 30523-1301

Judy Moore Florence MT 59833-6851

Gretchen Corkrean Saint Paul MN 55125-9292

Kathy Walker Cambridge MA 02139-4447



Carmel Severson Pembroke Pines FL 33024-4512

Ronald Jacob San Jose CA 95117-2501

Pamela Hamilton sacramento CA 95605-3226

Melissa Schlichte Arcanum OH 45304-9401

Margarita Gil Berlin AL 12355

Magda Santiago Davenport FL 33897-5946

Judy Williams Caliente CA 93518-2600

Vicki Cantrell Yarmouth Port MA 02675-1834

Jean Mathes Brownsville WI 53006-1134

Virginia Sanchez Gilbert AZ 85297-9364

Anne Roberts Melborne None 3134

Carol Costello Grosse Ile MI 48138-1597

Summer Ankiel Charlotte NC 28216-2237

Lisa Douglas Beloit WI 53511-3331

Teal Ness Newberry SC 29108-2751

Sandra Burnett Nashville TN 37205-3169

Nancy McRae Pepperell MA 01463-1688

Jane Dowling Waterbury CT 06705-3648

Laura Mu?oz Bogota None 11001

Laurie Stevens Union Grove WI 53182-9318

Barbara Gerhart Glendale AZ 85304-3004

Deborah Williams Aurora CO 80017-4398

Judith Weed Des Moines WA 98198-5426

Clint Battista North Chili NY 14514-1009

Robert Brooks Crystal Springs MS 39059-2561

Randi Brinkley Canby OR 97013-2521

Janice De Rouen Cypress CA 90630-5403

Joan Walker Bell FL 32619-2262

Gillian Drake North Eastham MA 02651-0720

Brandi Bastian Indian Head MD 20640-1105

Nandita Shah Highland MD 20777-9770

Diana Garmus Sonoma CA 95476-7275

Louise Kefelian Selma TX 78154-3420

Dolores Parra Land O Lakes FL 34639-6788

Lynette MacLagan Arkdale WI 54613-9635

Nicholas Brannan Houston TX 77006-5941

James Carr Estes Park CO 80517-9436

Ann Bein Los Angeles CA 90064-2026

Michael McMahan Huntington Beach CA 92649-2363

Connie Lindgren Arcata CA 95521-8236

Paulette Meyer Portland OR 97215-3414

Claire Watson dayton OH 45410-1701

Danielle Pirotte NeuprÃ© None B-4120

Elisabeth Bechmann St. Pölten None 3100

Donald Kosak Menomonee Falls WI 53051-5257

Jacqueline McCracken El Paso TX 79924-2310

Steven Berman Berkeley CA 94703-1665

Malcolm Woade stratford CT 06614-3230

Elizabeth Lotz Santa Rosa CA 95407-8032

Zsuzsa Palotas Warrington PA 18976-1105

Margaret Masek Danville CA 94526

Amy Thompson Cambridge MA 02139-3124

Jorgina Blantz pahoa HI 96778-0939

Michelle Collar North Attleboro MA 02760-6623



Catherine Delaney Acton MA 01720-4528

Jon Grier Greenville SC 29607-3057

Art Iglesias Johnson City TX 78636-1247

Ulla Behn Moretown VT 05660-9229

Charlotte Schell Arvada CO 80007-7658

fay forman New York NY 10001-4889

Marcia Weare Kalamazoo MI 49008-2713

Sheilagh Bergeron Northfield NH 03276-4629

Janine Castaldo Pacifica CA 94044-2555

Ray Couture Seattle WA 98168-0953

Barbara Maat Crestone CO 81131-0704

Megumi Ishii Farmington Hills MI 48331-1185

Kathy Gruber Avon IN 46123-7918

Mandy Patel Scottsdale AZ 85260-6421

Anya Dunning San Francisco CA 94112-3411

Carol Jones Cleveland OH 44106-3232

Liz Lambregtse Lincoln NH 03251-1089

Kathleen Koch Punta Gorda FL 33950-8600

M Sanders Petaluma CA 94952-4123

Ronald Season Calabasas CA 91302-5157

Brent Bunch Prineville OR 97754-1207

Steven Kroeger Albany NY 12206-2304

Tina Yao Houston TX 77024-6247

Catherine Anderson Coral Gables FL 33146-1034

Jeannette Allan New Rochelle NY 10801-3822

Sherilyn Coldwell Longmont CO 80501-2408

John Eckler Lakewood CO 80226-1261

Ivan Engle Village of Tularosa NM 88352-2228

Scott Finamore Citrus Springs FL 34433-7125

Colleen Foster Stockton CA 95219-6576

Molly Huddleston Santa Rosa CA 95402-1119

Rachel Krucoff Chicago IL 60615-5484

Margo Margolis Bellingham WA 98229-8946

John Nagel Juneau AK 99801-1933

Kathleen O'Connell Indianapolis IN 46227-2065

Geraldine Pease Austin TX 78703-3841

Barbara Spencer Kansas City MO 64109-1424

Teri Yazdi San Carlos CA 94070-2812

Donald Swanson Hillsdale MI 49242-1641

Brad Bergeron Nashua NH 03060-3053

Erik Berntsen Madison WI 53704-6057

Donna Aguillon Carroll's Crossing NB E9C 2G3

Tiffany Wills Boca Raton FL 33487-1573

Thomas Moore Houston TX 77084-6269

Elizabeth Vitek Toronto ON M5P 1P8

Mary Lucas Ann Arbor MI 48108-2792

Juliet Dorn Monticello IL 61856-2054

Toni Garmon Dawsonville GA 30534-5732

Claire Wolfe Germantown MD 20874-5413

g m Pacifica CA 94044-2579

Marie Pfierman Cincinnati OH 45217-1734

Nicolas mcAfee san Diego CA 92122-1351

Robert Kuehnel La Fayette NY 13084-9539

Elizabeth Bailey Encinitas CA 92024-2845



Fred Granlund N. Hollywood CA 91601-1723

Phil Murray Loveland CO 80538-6419

Jen Upchurch Chicago IL 60622-4077

Nancy Johnson Cambridge MA 02140-2240

John and Jean Fleming Lakeville MN 55044-6035

Michelle Young Clancy MT 59634-9702

Monica Jelonnek Dover NJ 07801-4530

Steve Mattan Southampton NJ 08088-9662

Elizabeth Mahony New York NY 10025-6527

Kfd Coble Columbus OH 43220-4521

Don Pew Girard OH 44420-3053

Daniel Safer Philadelphia PA 19104-2530

Sandy Dumke Crooks SD 57020-9665

Kathy Hunter Mesa AZ 85214-8548

Jaci Wilkins Tucson AZ 85750-1970

Andres Venegas el paso TX 79912-5046

Lori Taverner Ottawa ON K1S 3A6

Michele Villeneuve Kingsport TN 37660-1642

Jim Baxa Twin Lakes WI 53181-9268

Nikhil Dutta Round Lake IL 60073-5676

Miriam Neff Dana Point CA 92629-3466

Stephanie Almskaar Everson WA 98247-9605

Alison Armstrong New Orleans LA 70130-4971

Daniel Wilkinson Long Beach CA 90808-1716

Carolyn Shuman SF CA 94127-1128

Margo Pennington York PA 17403-1908

Keith Taber Santa Barbara CA 93111-2376

Susan Visocchi Parker CO 80134-1441

Benita Musleve Akron OH 44306-1211

Ellen Sansone Northbrook IL 60062-2102

Michael Zeller Grosse Pointe Farms MI 48236-3457

Carol Baier Kirksville MO 63501-8415

Roberta Newman Mill Valley CA 94941-5080

Jerry Bunin Oceano CA 93445-9113

Frank Thorp Palos Park IL 60464-1546

Elvira Malina Saratov KY 41002

Joseph Wenzel Lake Elmo MN 55042-9662

Camile Getter Sacramento CA 95819-3139

Margaret Sisson Harvard MA 01451-1913

Peter Lewin Florham Park NJ 07932-2816

Audrey Fee Shelton CT 06484-4387

Debbie Bruegge West Chester OH 45069-2663

Tracy Tellep Union Dale PA 18470-7750

Allison Jablonko Keene NH 03431-3122

Gisela Schloss-Birkholz Roswell GA 30075-1139

Jo McGreevy Hackensack NJ 07601-2249

Barry Medlin Oak Ridge TN 37830-6530

Jonathan Brinning Laurel MD 20708-3045

Germain Giner Chicago IL 606401021

Francis Smith Port Saint Lucie FL 34987-2222

Janine Doria Niagara Falls NY 14304-4661

Sally Jacques Austin TX 78745-1806

Harry Drandell Fresno CA 93721-1809

Richard Spicer North Tustin CA 92705-2649



Irena Franchi Sunny Isle Beac FL 33160-3240

Karen Hauser Denver CO 80224-2130

Rick Moon EUGENE OR 97405-4406

Ashley Lewis San Anselmo CA 94960-2260

Reevyn Aronson Redwood City CA 94061-1269

David Field Santa Cruz CA 95060-3022

Janet Suelter Westfall KS 67455-9283

Katharine Bradley Lugoff SC 29078-9626

Pierre Liechti Anaheim CA 92802-3235

Fred Martin Charlotte NC 28208-4554

Christopher Meister Naperville IL 60565-3488

Lawrence Brown Burlington MA 01803-1521

Sean Sheeley Mckinney TX 75070-7725

Olympia Terral Mangilao GU 96932

Nicholas Lenchner Santa Rosa CA 95403-1543

Julie Bendixen Minneapolis MN 55417-2107

Cindy Voss Cincinnati OH 45255-4602

Joel Libman CHICAGO IL 60640-1940

Tara Troutner Ashland OR 97520-2336

Roxanne Friedenfels St. Louis Park MN 55416-4172

Clifford Moyes Horicon WI 53032-1747

John Snedegar Laguna Beach CA 92651-6929

Elaine Granieri WILLOW GROVE PA 19090-3820

Wolf Krebs Sweet Home OR 97386-9536

Martin Laskin Hastings On Hudson NY 10706-0163

Christine Badura Milwaukie OR 97222-7065

Robert Helvie Las Vegas NV 89108-1342

Christine Pikala St. Paul MN 55116-2745

Susan Grey Denver CO 80209-2612

Barbara Harper Castroville CA 95012-2926

Toni Moore Pasadena CA 91104-1607

Ben Cooper West Palm Beach FL 33417-7720

Sybille Dubois Pinckney MI 48169-9058

Myra Aronow Haddam CT 06438-1306

Russell Knapp Eastpoint FL 32328-2519

Carolyn Leonard San Bernardino CA 92404-2919

Sally Rings Phoenix AZ 85028-3541

William Parr Weymouth MA 02188-2806

Rosanne Young Rochester NY 14612-2244

Gerald Kline New York NY 10065-5724

Kara Horstman Evansville IN 47711-3725

Kelly Kulak Hoboken NJ 07030-9403

Patrick O'Meara Clearwater FL 33755-3508

Marybeth Diss Brooklyn NY 11226-4900

Lynne Bemer Northville MI 48167-2133

Michael Daveiga Concord CA 94518-1309

Cassie Murphy Templeton CA 93465-4512

Diane Kopan Chicago IL 60626-1360

Faith King San Jose CA 95117-3012

David Carnese Portland OR 97214-4945

Eric Dougherty Perkiomenville PA 18074-9458

Meredith Amon Portland OR 97201-2211

Anna Liljegren Kenmore WA 98028-3567

Celia Leibacher Nashville TN 37215-1208



Elizabeth Schauer Tucson AZ 85711-3463

George Milkowski Chicago IL 60645-1124

Houston Winbigler Memphis TN 38104-2827

Gordon Parker III Albuquerque NM 87105-7082

Jade Madrid Gardendale TX 79758-3830

Debey Zito Sebastopol CA 95472-5373

Jennifer Del Negro Lakeland FL 33803-2035

Natalie Harrold San Diego CA 92107-3373

Paul Deschenes Fitchburg MA 01420-4848

Stan Janczuk Bronx NY 10465

Captain Burk, Jr. Bend OR 97707-2102

Pat Ward Portland OR 97203-1848

Dallas Windham Irving TX 75060-4003

Carole Pappas Grand Blanc MI 48439-9561

Evelyn Parker Rhome TX 76078-2602

Gertrude Battaly White Plains NY 10603-1110

Dameta Robinson Wisconsin Rapids WI 54494-5161

Patricia Cudsko Albuquerque NM 87112-6044

Carla Wenzlaff Eugene OR 97405-4408

Peggy Lqa Point Fort Collins CO 80526-3533

Drew Eastmead Scottsdale AZ 85260-4628

Martin Marcus San Diego CA 92120-1112

Lynda Pauling Oak Park Heights MN 55082-6316

Fiona Roberts Las Vegas NV 89135-1725

Jim Voet Oxford OH 45056-9293

Lee Still Camillo None 6111

Carla Barrios Brentwood TN 37027-1721

Carol Lee Brunswick OH 44212-2154

Regina Dietz Joppa MD 21085-2510

Daniel Harris Medford NY 11763-3700

Claudia Colnar Sheridan WY 82801-8809

Kate Sky Marysville OH 43040-1024

Maxene Bowers Scottsville VA 24590-4111

Annie Graham Bowling Green OH 43402-1612

Amber Riley Salisbury NH 03268-5307

Denise Lytle Woodbridge NJ 07095-1141

Sheryl Schmatjen Brush CO 80723-2055

Robert Samaniego Santa Fe NM 87505-5262

Susan Baxter New York NY 10128-5767

Linda Skorheim Temple City CA 91780-2451

Nancy Martin Vero Beach FL 32967-8117

Maria Kelly Ashland OR 97520-9427

Jeanette Copeland Missoula MT 59801-1404

Gordon Abrams Poughkeepsie NY 12603-1424

Jon Longsworth Aptos CA 95001

Merle Foster durban None 4051

Melissa Elbrecht Carlisle OH 45005-5811

Kelly Fowler SHAWNEE KS 66218-9607

Betty Mayer Shelburne VT 05482-7724

Vincent Strynkowski Farmingdale NY 11735-6513

Luba Havraniak Winston Salem NC 27103-6596

Stephanie Cormier Dallas TX 75287-3113

Betty CHILD Okotoks AB T1S 1Z8

Linda Bergstrom pasadena CA 91107-5273



Nicole Wilke Miami FL 33186-6406

Elaine Donovan Cedar Rapids IA 52405-3715

Brian Field Thornton CO 80260-6372

Theresa Lafaro Port Charlotte FL 33981-5193

Maureen Vanderbosch Laguna Niguel CA 92677-8916

Bonnie Gordon northumberland PA 17857-1348

Paul Cohen North Scituate RI 02857-1239

Melissa Lederer King George VA 22485-4241

Lisa Neste High Point NC 27265-1196

Joseph Cantey Mount Pleasant SC 29464-3613

Candace McManus Merritt Island FL 32953-3284

Jason Steadmon Boulder City NV 89005-3057

Eric McClelland Roseville CA 95661-5170

Barry Cutler Springfield PA 19064-2326

Ray Ferguson Shreveport LA 71107-8240

Linda Lokensgard Port Orange FL 32128-6635

Deborah Coviello Clinton MA 01510-1470

Grace Arteaga Rochester MN 55902-1410

Linda Nicoletto Corte Madera CA 94925-1026

James Baker Manassas VA 20109-2111

Laurel Treppeda Elmsford NY 10523-3103

Sandra Kath Pardeeville WI 53954-9477

Joe S Batesville IN 47006-8952

BEN GREGO Columbus OH 43214-1078

Michael Salzmann Anchor Point AK 99556-9453

Gary Johncox Waterford WI 53185-3433

Judith Rinesmith St. Peters MO 63376-1163

Dan McKeighen Rocklin CA 95765-6253

Stephanie Kob New York NY 10025-6437

Rick Marshall Manchester NH 03103-2906

Gladys Lewis Leesburg VA 20176-5910

Matthew Saxe Crystal MN 55427-2769

Elizabeth Root Trumansburg NY 14886-9321

Jane Lischer Valley Park MO 63088-0177

David Landa Woodhaven NY 11421-1655

Mike Lesley Birmingham AL 35206-1724

Donna Rose Middletown NY 10941-3136

Kelley Dempsey Frederick MD 21703-2834

Christina Viljoen Birmingham AL 35210-3334

Frederick Cinao Brooklyn NY 11209-6719

Steve Clough Manchester MO 63021-6926

Val Santillanes Grass Valley CA 95945-5761

Chelsea Emerson Sacramento CA 95816-6114

Pamela Opdyke Phillipsburg NJ 08865-1544

Nikki Schipman Charlotte NC 28227-4341

Debra Floyd Box Elder SD 57719-7600

Caephren McKenna Oakland CA 94609-2225

Donald Dicken Cumberland MD 21502-1524

Toni Siegriwt Boston MA 02116-3128

Ilene Budin New York NY 10011

Carrie Tilton-Jones Portland OR 97219-4981

Irene Bucko Collegeville PA 19426-3214

Michelle Kaufman Rutland VT 05701-4022

Andrea Peri Rosenfield Sebastopol CA 95472-2808



Jeannie Pollak Oxnard CA 93036-6210

Priscilla Trudeau Cambridge VT 05444-9718

Laura Berner Seminole FL 33772-6903

Gail Wilke Sunland CA 91040-1356

Lisa Latham Okemos MI 48864-3075

Stacy Lerner Bouilland Boca Raton FL 33486-8523

Sharon Lin Longueuil QC J4G 2J9

Elisabeth Guss ny NY 11694

Karen Keating-Secular Rego Park NY 11374-2409

Ronald Reely Shrewsbury PA 17361-1834

Tamara Cover Sebastopol CA 95472-3112

Matt McShane Dallas TX 75214-4432

Nanci Deleo Penfield NY 14526-2718

Isolde Anderson Holland MI 49423-5209

Caroline Richardson Placerville CO 81430-0264

Joyce Case Geneva IL 60134-6139

Paul Herbst HOUSTON TX 77098-1159

Laura Galasso Sandown NH 03873-2149

Nicole Piattoly Slidell LA 70461-5569

Boel Stridbeck Philadelphia PA 19103

Yolanda Hershey Aurora OH 44202-8774

Tracy Foster Steelmanville NJ 08234-7806

Karen Deora Portland OR 97212-2356

John Hrabar Pittsburgh PA 15203-2424

Ebony Richardson Columbus OH 43202-1958

Gary Cook Cincinnati OH 45217-1842

John Woodworth Newman Lake WA 99025-9510

Kelly Keefer University Place WA 98467-2229

Darla Kingsley Granite City IL 62040-7124

Terie Walters Rio Rancho NM 87124-3197

Lorraine Akiba Honolulu HI 96808-0974

Patrick Annabel Walla Walla WA 99362-3414

Andrea Bonnett Altadena CA 91001-5074

Karen Swistak Newmarket NH 03857-0368

Tom Reichel Rochester Hills MI 48309-3431

Jesse Reyes Maplewood NJ 07040-3308

Larry Inge New Haven CT 06511-3944

Pat Lynch Henniker NH 03242-3404

Maria de la Rosa-Young Evanston IL 60202-1318

Susan Foley Westfield MA 1085

Carole Maclure Olney MD 20832-2928

Kim Mott Council ID 83612-0571

Elaine Cantin Montreal Qc Canada NY 12345-0001

Jessica Rudman Washington DC 20001-1664

Ellen Perkins Silver Lake NH 3875

Maureen Ebner Bohemia NY 11716-4006

Marcia Kaminski Lackawanna NY 14218-3003

Kellene Storey North Little Rock AR 72116-4595

Phil Sultz Marion Twp ME 04628-6104

Mary Boehler Makanda IL 62958-2830

K Hagerty Madison WI 53704-3851

Tom Connors lakewood CO 80214-5527

Susan Kollar Westlake OH 44145-5212

Laurie De Santis-staschik Oak Park CA 91377-5621



Loretta Olsen Wilmington OH 45177-9433

Annie Bien Brooklyn NY 11231-2997

Robert DeMuth Ankeny IA 50021-6695

Susan Summers Prosper TX 75078-8461

Laura Kuzma Palm Harbor FL 34683-4900

Gloria Uribe Glassboro NJ 08028-3224

Gail Schnell Cleveland OH 44109-4418

Annette Ancel-Wisner Shell Lake WI 54871-9794

Jeanette Lee Dillsburg PA 17019-8807

Lorraine Lowry Vacaville CA 95688-3853

Stephen Degiorgio New York NY 10022

Lydia Rodrigues Mogi Das Cruzes None 8717

Jennifer Scott Fort Myers Beach FL 33931-5307

Kim Sandersgeorge DeSoto TX 75115-4434

Elizabeth Kuehner-Smith Miami FL 33143-5917

Scott Tallman Seattle WA 98103-7720

Lisa Klepek Glen Ellyn IL 60137-6321

Karin Weiss Annandale MN 55302-2442

Brian McFarland Chicago IL 60614-2854

Deb Searles Riverview FL 33578-6152

Robert Chirpin Northridge CA 91324-2906

Bob Wrobel Seven Hills OH 44131-2915

Jacqueline Birnbaum Bronxville NY 10708-2111

Avi Okin Kamuela HI 96743-8232

Laura McKinney Eugene OR 97402-4009

Adrianne Misdorp Durban South Africa ME 4051

Dianne Sutherland Delta BC V4K 2Z3

Julia Caliari Jundiai None 13214206

Sandra Bywater Basel None 4054

Claralin Armenteros Miami FL 33176-3890

Barbara Lyon Goleta CA 93116-1175

Melissa Gil Mcmurray PA 15317-2716

Julie Anderson Rapid City SD 57701-9474

Jace Mande Las Vegas NV 89102-8633

Donna Salmane Tarentum PA 15084-1343

Q Burkhart Los Angeles CA 90066-3970

Ryan Quitzow-James Eugene MO 65401-4584

Dave Fairburn Moses Lake WA 98837-4606

George Bourlotos Morris Plains NJ 07950-3431

Karen Wyatt Levittown PA 19057-1723

Martin Henderson Goleta CA 93117-2859

Mary Menninga Bellingham WA 98225-5803

Lilly Knuth Garden City NY 11530-5211

Leuise Crumble Chicago IL 60624-1835

Jenny Arnold North Liberty IA 52317-9188

Maureen Gwynn Oberlin OH 44074-9600

Heide Coppotelli, PhD Cedar Mountain NC 28718-9017

Margaret Weant-Leavitt Cornville AZ 86325-5830

Bonnie Blitzstein Los Angeles CA 90035-3059

Theresa Pratt North Easton MA 02356-2401

Carolyn Saiia Florence OR 97439-7627

Karen Lecroy Acworth GA 30102-6306

Mark Hollinrake New York NY 10026-1539

Hilary Horton Corinth VT 05039-9671



Cordale Brown Calumet Park IL 60827-5713

Geralyn Farwell Colorado Springs CO 80919-7951

Carl Oerke RIVER EDGE NJ 07661-1006

Laura Bloom Altadena CA 91001-4212

Farah Amlashi t.o ON M4K 2M3

Elaine Katz Hewlett NY 11557-2757

Maria Sagardua Brighton MA 2135

Elena Knox Volcano CA 95689-9777

Marlene Mills Santa Barbara CA 93111-2908

Karen Katrak Naperville IL 60565-2164

John Gambriel Boston MA 02135-2009

Elizabeth Arndtsen Medfield MA 02052-1304

Patrick Green Owasso OK 74055-5008

Kim Sweitzer Gunnison CO 81230-4149

Constance Baus Hinckley OH 44233-9758

Sally Warner Califon NJ 07830-3211

Ginger Brewer Pensacola FL 32506-9542

Andrea Eisenberg Mount Kisco NY 10549-3064

Keir Novak Windsor Locks CT 06096-2737

Nora Junod Cincinnati OH 45236-2826

Susan Severino Frostproof FL 33843-2120

Carol Miller Hamilton VA 20158-3230

Shawn Johnson Encinitas CA 92024-4552

Jordan Burton New Orleans LA 70119-4309

Linda Larson Colchester CT 06415-2138

Rita Boone Olympia WA 98512-5930

Andrea Lopez Fallbrook CA 92028-4518

Bob O'Neil Rumford RI 02916-2813

Joyce Wheaton Murfreesboro TN 37133-0217

Brigitte Kavos New York NY 10016-8129

John Marquart New Fairfield CT 06812-3103

Theresa Springer Deland FL 32724-2969

Cassandra D'Alessio Ottawa ON K1J 8P5

Kristen Stillwell Oberlin OH 44074-1440

Aleda Richardson Johnston IA 50131-2470

Richard Furr Spring Hill FL 34608-3437

Kassie Wheeler Deer Park WA 99006-8514

Todd Cochran Missoula MT 59801-7025

Marcia Toth North Miami Beach FL 33162-2207

Cassy D'Alessio Ottawa ON K1T1

Joye Logan Bound Brook NJ 08805-1643

Mena De Carvalho Montreal QC H3V 1C2

Kathleen Miller Putney VT 05346-8723

Shwetha Kumaran Bangalore None 560038

Sara Waller Meriden CT 6451

Linda Watts Florence OR 97439-8716

Grace Nash Camarillo CA 93010-6246

Brittney Bergstrom raleigh NC 27615-6301

Krister Olsson Los Angeles CA 90013-1658

Dharma Best Santa Fe NM 87506-7011

Carol Licini Santa Fe NM 87501-6173

Suzanne Lurie Severn MD 21144-3424

Leslie Antonio Los Angeles CA 90027-3906

Lusine Karabadzhakyan Valley Village CA 91607-2432



Suzanne Kruger Harpers Ferry WV 25425

Kristine Robertson Newport Beach CA 92660-5975

Christopher Riti Denver CO 80218-1933

Karen Sinclair Grants Pass OR 97527-9476

Peggy McIntosh Westminster CO 80021-4557

Casee Maxfield Los Angeles CA 90028-8647

Cindy Beaumariage Wilkes-Barre PA 18703-2550

Heinke Clark Kirkland WA 98033-5410

Krista Dana Sunnyvale CA 94087-2241

Narendra Phadke Tucson AZ 85719-4403

Carina Chadwick Los Angeles CA 90019-3900

Christy Matherne Metairie LA 70006-5140

Mary Eastman Toledo OR 97391-2278

Nancy White Spokane WA 99216-0202

Josette Le Beau Neptune NJ 07753-4524

Marisa Crouch Redlands CA 92373-5913

Amanda Barnes HORNSBY None 2077

Aimee Wyatt Long Beach CA 90813-2912

reyes jessica Morgantown KY 42261

Sandy Smith San Angelo TX 76904-7009

Angela Night Irving TX 75038-4722

Norma Line Saint Louis MO 63122-3712

Brian & Rita Cohen Las Vegas NV 89123-0317

Gloria-Jean Berberich Mineola NY 11501-1365

Roxy Gray Canton MA 02021-1750

Ray & Judy Jauer Fenton MO 63026-8020

Colleen Farmer Hyattsville MD 20782-3025

Leslie Combs New Albany IN 47150-2766

Fernando Frassetto sao paulo None 54120001

robert laplante west lawn PA 19609-2202

Susan Stephens Hallsville TX 75650-5017

Hank Estrada Chicago IL 60657-1020

Patricia Irvin Island lake IL 60042-8482

Lisa Boschis Perth None 6030

tyler harrington Schuyler Falls NY 12985-2324

Nickie Duong Manhattan Beach CA 90266-3451

Tanya Baccarat Petaluma CA 94952-2643

Timothy Lidard Baltimore MD 21234-2609

Trudy Davis Milton FL 32571-7636

Susan Lavelle Watsonville CA 95076-0127

Sean Corrigan Trinity Beach None 4879

Angela Turton Germantown MD 20874-2956

Keith Vega Foxboro MA 02035-2010

Mary Gershanoff Dedham MA 02026-4068

Meredith Erickson Marietta GA 30062-6531

Marilyn Harris N. Saanich BC V8L 5L7

Janet Cook Fort Scott KS 66701-7798

Phyllis Corcacas New York NY 10040-3633

Frederick Jackson Alexdandria VA 22306-1709

Rebecca Lee Anacortes WA 98221-8339

Amy Gentes Mount Pleasant SC 29464-9787

Tammi Priggins Willowick OH 44095-3718

Joyce Johnson Santa Rosa CA 95404-4553

Lenore Reeves Mokena IL 60448-1368



Mari Hirako Tokyo None 1570

Doreen Boyd Bluffton SC 29910-4459

Marsha Smith Murfreesboro TN 37127-6512

Albert Moy Chicago IL 60616-1924

Deirdre Santaniello Willits CA 95490-8901

Cathy king-Chuparkoff Saint Cloud FL 34769-2234

John White Dagenham CA 94139

Meagan Fastuca East Meadow NY 11554-4052

Debra Latsha Lewisberry PA 17339-9748

Marilyn Egan Delray Beach FL 33484-6606

Brian Mercer Springfield OH 45506-3739

Vern James Gilbertsville KY 42044-8716

Kim Hensley Denair CA 95316-8528

Valerie Leonard Columbia MD 21045-2238

Renae Bowman Greer SC 29650-2608

Wil Sharpe Pacific Plsds CA 90272-3357

Katherine Burns Inglewood CA 90302-7304

B Sullivan Arlington Heights IL 60004-6859

Tina Hart Buffalo WY 82834-9680

Lois Van-Englehoven Magnolia TX 77355-3176

Jennifer Brennan Florence NJ 08518-2607

Michele Busler Townsend MA 01469-1357

John Hill Vancouver BC V6E 3Z8

Laura Hassin Mercer Island WA 98040-2117

Michele Clark Chapel Hill NC 27514-2410

Lauren Ellul Adelaide None 5000

Richard Teague Victoria TX 77904-2523

Becky Monger Ypsilanti MI 48197-8740

Sarah Mundal San Francisco CA 94116-1349

Linda Kondik Uncasville CT 06382-2059

Paul Mann Ronkonkoma NY 11779-3527

Jan Cooper Marana AZ 85653-8726

Melissa Grondin Malden MA 02148-2911

Lauren-Michelle Kraft Newport Beach CA 92660-3520

Kimberly Swenson Excelsior MN 55331-9397

Anita Robertson Singapore None 458698

Paula Shafransky Sedro Woolley WA 98284-8586

Jennifer Gleason Aurora CO 80016-6184

Irene Trimble Mystic CT 06355-3253

Bruce Grobman Santa Cruz CA 95062-4301

Curt Johnson Boston MA 02130-4015

David Sarricks Running Springs CA 92382-0452

Ellen Hall Pacifica CA 94044-3343

John Harris bay point CA 94565-0410

Alec Hendrickson Hopkins MN 55343-1645

Julie Harris Aloha OR 97078-1903

Janice Hallman Saint Paul MN 55110-5806

Mizue Trinidad Bellevue WA 98005-4810

James Gilbert Conifer CO 80433-0224

Patti Davis Santa Monica CA 90403-5406

Deborah Labb Riverside IL 60546-1801

Jackie Hoover Woodbine MD 21797-8908

Virginia Ansbergs Plainfield MA 01070-9775

John Murphy Denver CO 80210-5107



Janis Luedke Natick MA 01760-3753

John Doucette Providence RI 02904-2237

Eleanor Dubois Hudson NH 03051-3134

Stephen Donnelly Easthampton MA 01027-9723

Donna Towne Meridian ID 83646-3133

Serena Bouvier Boston MA 02129-4308

Stuart Rubinow Brookline MA 02446-3531

Daniela Testi Moncalieri NY 10024

Kathy Agresta N Granby CT 06060-1206

Jeverna Haynes Fredericksburg VA 22405-2618

James Hartley Arlington VA 22207-1210

Ronald Prado Miami FL 33125-4418

Paul Hagedorn Philadelphia PA 19145-4403

Lisa Ruthman Burtonsville MD 20866-1749

Edward Jasiewicz Pittsburgh PA 15208-2828

Margery Stone Shelocta PA 15774-2319

Ronald Sgrignuoli Reading PA 19607-1428

Katharine Abel New York NY 10003-7107

Kristi Smith Savannah GA 31406-8905

Melissa Norman Gainesville FL 32605-5143

Mary McFarland Keswick VA 22947-2196

Kristina Harper Oakland Park FL 33306-1146

Grace Morsberger Chevy Chase MD 20815-5413

Joaquim M. Pujals Reading NJ 8800

Steve Kent Hamilton OH 45011

Daniel Stopfer Tuckerton NJ 08087-2857

Blake Leyerle South Bend IN 46617-1163

Jared Collins South Bend IN 46635-1367

Kimberly Fisher Fort Valley VA 22652-1842

Stephanie Randall Gray PA 15544

Charles Semler Sharpsburg MD 21782-1411

Beverly Solomon Voorhees NJ 08043-4348

Joanna Mihalik Toronto OH 43964-0248

Joshua Capps Lorton VA 22079-1718

Helen Torosian Fredericksburg VA 22405-3341

Sarah Harrison Gainesville FL 32608-7131

Frederick Blosser Sylvania OH 43560-9565

Linda Allen Cornelius NC 28031-1502

SallyMarie Corley Whitehouse Station NJ 08889-3726

Barbara Mcmahan Chattanooga TN 37421-4054

Juliann Pinto Philadelphia PA 19136-2138

Nichole Crowl Manitou Spgs CO 80829-2488

Sidne Baglini Malvern PA 19355-2710

Jack Hogan Melbourne FL 32940-7706

Antonia Shouse-Salpeter Ithaca NY 14850-2414

Michael Lombardi Levittown PA 19054-2023

Robert De Beck Cromwell IN 46732-9604

Marion Lakatos Croton On Hudson NY 10520-2418

Lois Lommel Richmond VA 23235-2762

John Parana Johnsonburg PA 15845-1505

Mary Giambra Hilliard OH 43026-1344

Stephanie McFadden North Olmsted OH 44070-4407

Betty Trentlyon New York NY 10011-2949

Pamela Rohr Veradale WA 99037-8224



Debbie Galbreath Brighton CO 80601-4507

Anne Aaker Madison WI 53704-5834

Judith Passmore Middletown CT 06457-3323

Susan Hanlon Manchester NJ 08759-4638

Sasha Jackson Detroit MI 48228-0184

Catherine Jurgensen Montgomery IL 60538-3364

Robert Peters Estes Park CO 80517-7029

Maria Martinez Glendale 11385 NY 11385-6509

Becky Bauer Jasper GA 30143-6924

Rowland Willis Port Orford OR 97465-1510

James Lukas Greenwood IN 46143-8460

Nancy Cataldo Rye Brook NY 10573-3407

Susan Edelstein Cary NC 27511-5668

James Loveland Gulfport FL 33707-3327

Ellen Easum San Pedro CA 90732-4130

Mary Helen Venos Tallahassee FL 32312-1514

Julie Moylan Troy MI 48098-2104

Sabina Meier Buehler Pfaffikon None 8808

Karen Neubauer Huntsville AL 35801-6012

Pavel Mracek Los Angeles CA 90025-1937

Barbara Root Merced CA 95340-8353

Marylynn Ewing Carthage IL 62321-3427

Sharyn Bergholt Elgin IL 60123-1644

Elaine McCabe Wyoming PA 18644-1915

Barbara Swyden Rio Rancho NM 87124-4607

Jamy Durkin Algonquin IL 60102-6002

Crystal Delgado El Paso TX 79902-2441

Martha Siegel Santa Barbara CA 93105-5424

Geralyn Lloyd Yorba Linda CA 92886-6551

Gary Madole Palm Coast FL 32164-7843

Steven Sugarman Malibu CA 90265-0923

Gerd Schubert Mahwah NJ 07430-1834

Jennifer Kolodchak-Rojas Satellite Bch FL 32937-4707

Priscilla Martinez Albuquerque NM 87120-2488

Peter Quinn Grand Junction CO 81503-1817

Elisabeth Armendarez Santa Ana CA 92703-2150

Marion Blique West Hurley NY 12491-5400

Jasmine Adams Aurora CO 80012-2467

Lauren Tartaglia Brooklyn NY 11249-3184

jerry rosen Thornhill ON L4J 6X4

James Murphy Havertown PA 19083-2716

Chris Ness new york NY 10017-6232

Dara Rider San Tan Valley AZ 85142-4777

Jill Nicholas Penfield NY 14526-2312

Georgeanne Matranga Port Jefferson Station NY 11776-4519

John Fitzgerald Kilkenny MN 56032

Jenny Schaffell Kensington CA 94707-1221

Ralph Emerson Athens GA 30605-4417

Janet Pecci Raleigh NC 27606-2572

Melissa Doss Fort Worth TX 76112-6709

Sharon Sexton Knoxville TN 37938-4275

Maria Lentine Phoenix AZ 85029-3707

Joan Cutler Buena Park CA 90620-1532

Casey Coe Laurel MD 20723-1688



John McDonald Newark NJ 07105-3143

Jeff Reynolds Bangor ME 04401-5933

Denise McConnell San Antonio TX 78210-5263

Michele Wulff Mesquite NV 89024-0341

Joanne Ciazinski Danville CA 94526-6231

Axel Ringe New Market TN 37820-5305

Jessica Foster Milwaukee WI 53207-2718

Sabrina Sarne Danville CA 94526

Kelly Rajkovic Manheim PA 17545-8770

Edith Nash Maggie Valley NC 28751-1888

Carmen I Trujillo Alto PR 978

Jessica Kohn Philadelphia PA 19128-1206

Carol Boyd Escondido CA 92027-4064

Charlotte Thompson Uniontown PA 15401-5008

Christina Babst West Hollywood CA 90069-5525

John Osborne Thornton CO 80229-2779

Anne Allen Trenton MI 48183-1913

Ruth Curiale Fair Haven NJ 07704-3120

Jennifer Scholte Mather CA 95655-3011

Amanda Esposito Reno NV 89508-6422

Lisa Witham Mentor on the Lake OH 44060-2891

Susan Allen Raleigh NC 27612-2474

Carmen Chacon Pocatello ID 83202

Don David Gainesville FL 32605-1000

Kara Howard Las Vegas NV 89128-6827

Karen Jane Manchester PA 17345-1227

Erin Javurek High Ridge MO 63049-1722

Mary Hoadley West Bloomfield MI 48322-4174

Barbara Bersell Los Angeles CA 90064-3128

Andrea Feig Guilford CT 06437-3255

Louis Hanna Florence SC 29505-3135

Melissa Dobson Novi MI 48375-3618

Drew Pelton Boulder CO 80305-6603

Maureen Oneal Tigard OR 97223-8981

Carmen Meza HALLANDALE FL 33009-7320

Jean O'Connor Petaluma CA 94952-2938

Ryan Cek Richmond Heights OH 44143-2526

Tyler Thurston Wetumpka AL 36093-2023

Vicki Matheny Palm Coast FL 32164-2362

Shelly Stauring Arkport NY 14807-9477

Holly Viggiano Homosassa FL 34446-3975

Sharon Byers Downey CA 90242-4831

Deborah Martin Louisville KY 40258-2271

Tiffany Bensen Oxford MS 38655-5851

Bob McCleary Roseville CA 95747-8072

Emmah Doucette Fryeburg ME 04037-1235

Cindy Loomis Santa Monica CA 90403-4329

Jo Harvey Pacific WA 98047-1222

Marie-Anne Phillips Sunbury None 3429

Laurie Schmidt Delta OH 43515-9278

Judith Smith Oakland CA 94601-1320

Jinx Hydeman Trabuco Canyon CA 92679-1108

Patricia Little Camarillo CA 93010-3002

Danielle Curcio Boca Raton FL 33431



Susan Considine Los Angeles CA 90019-1550

Tammy Nogles Bryn Mawr PA 19010-3203

Bonnie Dryer PARK FALLS WI 54552-1810

Barbara Gross Seattle WA 98115-7542

Terry McClellan Jackson WY 83001-9246

Ram Nair Farmington Hills MI 48331-6018

Edward Sharp Bedford TX 76021-5088

Tony Fuller Petaluma CA 94954-9552

Alexa McMahan Huntington Beach CA 92649-2363

Roxanne Haslem Grand Rapids MI 49504-5464

Fred Sabine Lee's Summit MO 64086-3539

Sandra Serne Tampa FL 33624-1837

Cortney Zaret Chicago IL 60657-9329

David Nettleton Roseville CA 95747-4615

Claudia Martinez Stratford OK 74872-6869

Kathleen Turner Saint Louis MO 63125-3351

John Koerner Beavercreek OH 45434-5889

Carlin Wenger Harrisburg PA 17109-5233

Kay Lettau Larsen WI 54947-9751

Barbara Arlen Corvallis OR 97330-9412

Philip McMorrow CALABASAS CA 91301-5211

Karen Shanley Lafayette CO 80026-8889

Gene Polito Sag Harbor NY 11963-1405

Sole Marittimi New York NY 10010-5304

Pam Halsey Aldie VA 20105-6009

Margaret Beresford Montreal NY 10124

Lora Leland Portland ME 04104-8156

Erica St. John Hillsboro OR 97123-8027

Adam Kaplan laguna beqach CA 92651-1845

Georgina McClellan Pittsburgh PA 15237-1539

Barbra Kravitz Philadelphia PA 19102-4329

Susanna Brelsford Houston TX 77006-1526

Robert Gibb Homestead PA 15120-1227

Donald Wilson Philadelphia PA 19111-4209

Sandra Garratt Cherry Valley CA 92223-6004

Laurel Mylonas-Orwig Baltimore MD 21212-3826

Wayne Carson Baltimore MD 21214-1746

Julie Fissinger Brooklyn NY 11225-3901

Cynthia Marrs Junction City OR 97448-9345

Don Schapker Notre Dame IN 46556-0776

Angela Plagge Etna NH 03750-4402

Steve Matson Hermosa Beach CA 90254-5128

Pat Dewolfe Allentown PA 18109-8156

Steven Carpenter Woodhaven MI 48183-1595

Eric Scheihagen Dallas TX 75229-2633

John Schreiber Hamilton Township NJ 08690-3815

Darrell Clarke Pasadena CA 91101-2568

Laura Lee New York NY 10003-8871

Joanne Hesselink Neshkoro WI 54960-8256

Randle Sink Huntington Beach CA 92649-3810

Sean Vennett Tampa FL 33679-0571

Karin Boixo Las Vegas NV 89129-3205

Lauren Meredith San Francisco CA 94121-3513

Deborah Schechter Chicago IL 60645-4210



Paul Lau Sparks NV 89431-3687

Catherine Williams Tucson AZ 85719-4930

Gwenn Schemer Wellington FL 33414-4049

Jossy Zamora Rialto CA 92376-6003

Kathleen Powell Vallejo CA 94590-3943

Meera Krishnan Arlington TN 38002-4295

Shirley English Lees Summit MO 64081-2337

C. Weil Gig Harbor WA 98335-1155

Chad Evans Seattle WA 98133-8786

Tony Gray Chicago IL 60601-7364

Pete Cox Mission Hills CA 91345-1407

Paulette Doulatshahi Playa Del Rey CA 90293-7333

Christine Wordlaw Dallas TX 75229-2461

Emmanuel Fardoulis Stpauls NY 12031

Marion Schulman Los Angeles CA 90034-1044

Denise Shapiro Selden NY 11784-2602

John S Seattle WA 98133-1908

Charles Webb Carrboro NC 27510-1047

Julia Tullis Providence RI 02906-3328

Lisa Bass Jacksonville FL 32207-7736

Marla Erhart Prescott Valley AZ 86314-3200

Ivan Lahaie Grass Lake MI 49240-9624

Sherry Knoppers Sparta MI 49345-9762

Dave Popoff Castlegar BC V1N 4P6

Ron Vasaturo Naples FL 34119-1308

John TRUE Palmyra VA 22963-2404

Nathan Salant Benicia CA 94510-4991

Margaret Fularczyk Surprise AZ 85374-4324

Moriah Woolworth Cupertino CA 95014-3269

Forrest Netzel New Berlin WI 53151-3862

Robert Draper New York NY 10011-1816

Bernadette Espinoza Cortez CO 81321-3924

Sergio Rivera Chicago IL 60634-1614

Erika LaMont San Diego CA 92127-6136

Leslie Danielle Brown Salt Lake City UT 84111-4514

Robert Wohlberg Richfield MN 55423-2623

Margie Bendror East Northport NY 11731-3606

Carrie West Muncie IN 47303-1124

Chas Griffin Seven Lakes NC 27376-9759

Sally Brown Branford CT 06405-5248

Susan Nicol Iowa City IA 52240-3052

Jerry Wayne Van Nuys CA 91405-2844

Sarah Meyers Howell MI 48843-4129

Marilyn Barthelow Auburn CA 95602-9314

Margie Hunter Nashville TN 37212-5223

Julia Vetrie Canyon Country CA 91387-6318

Wendy Joffe Miami FL 33133-6502

Timothy Larkin San Francisco CA 94109-5337

Nancy Nardella New York NY 10025-3059

Rory Alden Berkeley CA 94704-3130

Julia Knight Albuquerque NM 87106-2317

William Spadel Woodbury Heights NJ 08097-1544

Tim Fleischer Louisville KY 40217-1519

Richard Tregidgo Holtwood PA 17532-9726



Karen Kalavity Broomfield CO 80021-6030

Patti Fink Petaluma CA 94954-0366

Robert Stanhope Sparks MD 21152-9767

Hope Phillips Canal Winchester OH 43110-0133

Tina Herzog Slatington PA 18080-3530

Jane Luu Lexington MA 02420-1621

Pam Roussell Houston TX 77008-4500

Abrar Qureshi Willowbrook IL 60527-5411

Carol Drozdyk Ballston Spa NY 12020-2490

Jo Zacher Ashland MO 65010-9321

Kimberly Streich Canton MI 48187-3547

Lisa Hoepker Canton IL 61520-1076

Denise Fidel Cardiff CA 92007-1209

Krys McConville Port Edwards WI 54469-1143

C Scullin Santa Fe NM 87501-2835

Donna Grubbs The Dalles OR 97058-1522

Charlene Henley San Jose CA 95136-3608

Kathy Smith Philadelphia PA 19149-1403

Patricia Marlatt Hollywood CA 90068-1211

Andrea Castellanos Los Lunas NM 87031-3193

Rosa Baeza Reseda CA 91335-3627

Lisa Goodlander Saint Paul MN 55125-1686

Harry Santi San Leandro CA 94579-1239

Teresa Yuan Chantilly VA 20151-2536

Susan Cook Portland OR 97236-1085

John & Mary Gatlin Tucson AZ 85716-5025

Candace Brown Arcanum OH 45304-1005

Jill Berliner Mount Kisco NY 10549-2908

Jason Nardell Longmont CO 80504-3017

Sharon Parker Topeka KS 66616-1346

Leigh Begalske Green Bay WI 54302-2225

Brooks Obr Coralville IA 52241-3364

Marilyn Britton Peterborough NH 03458-1811

Beverly Wenger Colorado Springs CO 80921-7010

Rita Poppenk Union City CA 94587-2822

Amanda Sweet-Bunner Portland OR 97224-2828

Andrea Chisari Mims FL 32754-5679

James Van Dinter Boise ID 83713-6638

Joyce Cotter Decatur GA 30033-2910

Jim Dettmann Kalispell MT 59901-2920

Diane Rauchwerger Sunnyvale CA 94087-3281

Catherine Loudis San Anselmo CA 94960-1242

Christy Elamma Bement IL 61813-1553

Inna Abramova West Hollywood CA 90069-5164

Keith Krupinski Kansas City MO 64155-2096

Roy Morey Fort Davis TX 79734-0499

Thomas Campbell Studio City CA 91604-1130

Walter Moore moseley VA 23120-2261

Lisa Harding Jacksonville FL 32219-2723

Dragana Mirkovic NY NY 10022

Natalie Stephens Apple Valley MN 55124-3131

Barbara Covelli Tinley park IL 60477-1500

Sarah Townsend Santa Clara CA 95050-7040

Linda Gazzola Bronx NY 10465-3550



Connor Harriaon Lorton VA 22079-3057

Rex Lee Toronto ON M5B 2A9

Joyce S oooooo IL 62020

Ellen Samson Napanoch NY 12458-2710

Margaret Goodman Glen Mills PA 19342-1734

Bonita Sutherland Sarasota FL 34237-7601

Rhonda Johnson AYLETT VA 23009-3320

Misti Schneider Crystal City MO 63019-1227

BJ Saul Boca Raton FL 33434-4803

Debra Staudt Russia OH 45363-9717

Karen Kawszan Spring TX 77379-8027

Judy Savard Laona WI 54541-9311

Don McKelvey Euclid OH 44123-2515

Sandra Varvel El Paso TX 79936-2531

Fern Stearney Tarrytown NY 10591-3033

Kristen Piccolo Bayville NY 11709-1819

Lewis Cisle Belfast ME 04915-6603

Julie Shapiro Philadelphia PA 19143-2101

Kimberly Musselman Sedalia CO 80135-8914

Ronda Reynolfd Columbia SC 29229-7158

Johanna Hantel Malvern PA 19355

Tim Covey Ventura CA 93003-2609

Celia O'Kelley Tuscaloosa AL 35401-5922

William Bolen Brick NJ 08724-5108

Dana May Garden Grove CA 92840-4208

Ellen Bardo Williamsport PA 17701-4901

Jessalyn Timson Baltimroe MD 21217-4102

Joe Marsala Jr Fairfield CA 94534-8603

Mary Rodarte Phelan CA 92371-6430

Victoria Urias Seattle WA 98125-3705

Veronica Koch Obetz OH 43207-8506

Suzanne Menne camarillo CA 93010-7820

Nancy Riggleman tollhouse CA 93667-9506

Peggy Sue Klee Cheektowaga NY 14225-4216

Jack Amala Byron Bay None 24812

Liz Maul Titusville NJ 08560-2104

Ana Chou Palo Alto CA 94306-2944

Kathleen Todd Minneapolis MN 55406-2745

Melissa Rees Spokane WA 99212-3083

Timothy Maurer Anaheim CA 92808-1619

Dyan Donofrio Southwest Ranches FL 33331-1449

Theresa Peckham Portsmouth RI 02871-2156

Paula Hollie Laguna Woods CA 92637-8849

Gaby Gollub Washington DC 20008-3292

Susan Krauss New York NY 10019-4214

Sarah Crowley Lebanon CT 06249-2719

Janine Hill Salina KS 67401-8977

Diane Arnal St. George UT 84790-8305

Gary Overby Madison WI 53703-1530

Gwendolyn Bell Ojai CA 93023-2762

Jean Merritt North Hollywood CA 91601-3502

Peggy Downing Tyler TX 75703-2946

Lin Provost Seattle WA 98144-7205

Gail Frost Port Charlotte FL 33981-4945



Alison Abbott Spring TX 77373-7684

M Leszczynski Lapeer MI 48446-9798

Angela Stevens Stevensville MT 59870-6137

Robert De Stefano Port Richey FL 34668-7056

Anavai Harish Tallahassee FL 32312-5701

Robert Staples Bridgeton MO 63044-2904

Carol Martin Woodstock GA 30188-4608

Rutanya Alda New York NY 10026-2318

Alison Laurio Strasburg VA 22657-5312

Mark De Tar Round Rock TX 78681-3521

Ragen Serra Denver CO 80224-2051

Alida Frattarola Mount Vernon NY 10552-1719

Benjamin Allen Crofton MD 21114-2125

Shannon Buddes West Hills CA 91304-1203

Edwin Eichelberger Ottawa IL 61350-2538

Pat Dietch Orange VA 22960-3804

Samantha Steigerwaldt Seminole FL 33776-4108

barbara essman Saint Louis MO 63114-3143

Shawn Kakuk Saint Cloud MN 56301-9640

Leah Franqui Philadelphia PA 19103-5604

Frances Howell-Coleman Winter Haven FL 33881-9618

Sue Bedrick Nanuet NY 10954-5113

Bridget Irons Phila PA 19118-3909

Sue Nearing Vassar MI 48768-9752

Jack Slone Sterling Heights MI 48313-5054

Silvia Torralba Carmona San Jose, Costa RIca NY 123456987

Leslie K Staten Island NY 10305

Barbara Beal Cape Elizabeth ME 04107-1001

Janice Patrick Warren OH 44485-1321

Karen Goodstein Milwaukee WI 53222-4846

Diane Petrillo Hamden CT 06518-1516

Daniel Vandolah Santa Fe NM 87505-3334

Kelly Bauer Chicago IL 60640-4065

Erna Beerheide Denver CO 80206-2846

Joanne Jeffers Pittsburgh PA 15108

Steven Ercole Staten Island NY 10312-3619

Jeri Ichikawa vancouver WA 98682-1288

Theresa Thornburg MARY ESTHER FL 32569-2226

Gabriela Almeida North Plainfield NJ 07060-3917

Andrea Lieberman Los Angeles CA 90066-1216

Carol Elias Massena NY 13662-2519

Allison Alberts green lane PA 18054-2265

Kristina Primbs-Wetter Salem OR 97302-3247

Carol Katanich Des Plaines IL 60016-7871

Elena Rumiantseva Seattle WA 98115-4405

Adam Kalamaro Los Angeles CA 90049-4529

Len Fennessy Levittown PA 19055-1606

Angela DiNicola Lebanon PA 17046-2723

Jean Stevens Ranchos De Taos NM 87557-1212

Heather Newell Antioch TN 37013-4086

Evelyn Verrill Prescott AZ 86305-7402

Teresa Yuan Chantilly VA 20151-2536

Kristin Ludwig Buffalo NY 14221-1934

Kevin Stueven St Cloud MN 56303



Lindsey Mastin Castleton NY 12033-9557

JoAnna Redman-Smith Kent WA 98031-9609

Walter Barnes Bel Air MD 21015-1924

Erica Coco PALM BAY FL 32909-6644

Cassandra Williams Brawley CA 92227-2736

Jacqueline Cutler YACHATS OR 97498-9324

Linda Helaudais Newton NJ 07860-5131

Marion Corbin Rhinebeck NY 12572-3007

Pam Wilbourn Roseville MI 48066-2958

Laura Divenere Los Angeles CA 90020-4609

Shelley Carlisle Novato CA 94947-2092

Pam Zimmerman Santa Rosa CA 95404-2230

Amanda Salvner Ann Arbor MI 48104-3205

Debbie Williams Sun City CA 92586-4514

Maureen Lynch Clifton Springs NY 14432-9378

Robin Thompson Littleton MA 01460-1548

Jim Leske North Hills CA 91343-1407

Ashley Hall Englewood OH 45322-3143

Dennis Ledden Fiddletown CA 95629-9604

Amy Dolina Crofton MD 21114-1357

Stu Lips Eugene OR 97402-3510

Hitomi K. Duluth GA 30096-7900

Stephanie Miller Orlando FL 32812-7339

Leslie Distad Castle Rock CO 80104-5253

Melissa Waters Laguna Niguel CA 92677-1447

Gail Flanders Coral Gables FL 33134-5526

Lee Kivi Northbrook IL 60062-3541

Amy Faust Hartford WI 53027-1575

Sarah Anglin Bakersfield CA 93307-5350

Nina French Seattle WA 98178-2415

pmatte3127 pmatte3127 Providence RI pmatte3127

Katherine Arredondo Thousand Oaks CA 91360-2408

Steven Schlam San Diego CA 92104-4145

Eve Stone Silver Spring MD 20902-4031

Stephanie Herman Tucson AZ 85705-2360

Mary Sander Wildwood MO 63038-1724

Patty Bachner Shepherdstown WV 25443-4283

Michael Rostagno-Lasky Brooklyn NY 11235-1420

Wayne Langley Grand Prairie TX 75050-3424

jeb fries fredonia NY 14063-1307

Grace Padelford Kirkland WA 98034-9603

Brenda Evans SAPULPLA OK 74066-8943

Connor Hansell cottonwood heights UT 84121-2728

Rocquelle Woods Huntsville AL 35824-2907

Lynne Chimiklis Atlanta GA 30342-1430

Steven Lowenthal New York NY 10023-3833

Lynne Roberson Port Angeles WA 98363-9776

R. Dene Larson, Jr. San Francisco CA 94117-2658

Denise Parsons Daly City CA 94015-3619

Estelle Shaffer Rome NY 13440-7960

Nancy Danard Berkeley CA 94703-1884

Susan Anderson Richmond VA 23237-1824

Sandra Kisieleski Keansburg NJ 07734-3137

Robert Tinsley Iowa City IA 52240-4606



MaryAnn Choy West Hills CA 91307-2708

Clarice Glandon Long Lake NY 12847-0333

Karen Peterson Northbrook IL 60062-3954

Max Salt Coventry RI 2816

Kimberley White Kissimmee FL 34741-7528

Sheryl Schweitzer Virginia Beach VA 23462-5645

Sharon Dodgen Coppell TX 75019-5351

Heather Forsythe Trumansburg NY 14886-9744

Charlene Knop Charlotte NC 28277-9878

Karen Ireland Yakima WA 98908-2739

Nina Minsky Allyn WA 98524-9724

MaryAnn Eppelheimer Olathe KS 66061-5926

Meghan Wilson Cheshire CT 06410-2062

Nate Atkins Los Angeles CA 90066-2146

Lugene Morton-Quinn New Prt Rchy FL 34654-3576

Laura Long Chicago IL 60616-3903

Daniel Joaquin S Lake Tahoe CA 96150-5580

Maribel Ramirez Arecibo PR 00614-2366

Yosef Robinson Columbus OH 43209-1824

Corinne James Baldwin MD 21013-9700

Tanya Phillips Carlsbad CA 92009-9548

Arlene Cook Villa Park IL 60181-3230

Dawn Atwater Fort Lauderdale FL 33316-1604

Terry `Mitchell Central Point OR 97502-9704

Valerie Bergeron Somersworth NH 03878-1553

Melissa Wales Saxtons River VT 05154-0172

David Berman Sewickley PA 15143-8644

C. Ahnie Rising Carrboro NC 27510-2478

Kay Gruling Wausau WI 54401-2471

Steve Gross La Mesa CA 91941-7061

Ron Hubert Flagstaff AZ 86001-8148

Ariel Kirst St Cloud MN 56303-5118

Karen Lynch Bloomington IN 47404-9006

Linda Elbow WEST GLOVER VT 05875-9522

Leticia Garcia Scottsdale AZ 85252-0274

Veronika Soul New York NY 10037-1743

Victoria Randall Memphis TN 38119-8310

SteveW Smith Washington DC 20560-0001

Crystal Mitchell Bertram TX 78605-3776

Debra Bogan Saint Francisville LA 70775-4836

Crickett Bohanan Augusta MO 63332-1530

Howard Lambert Crosslake MN 56442-4069

David DePrez Orland ME 04472-0370

Anne Benveniste Felton CA 95018-9440

Siri Kar Kaur Khalsa Espanola NM 87532-8081

Annette Olivas Westminster CO 80031-3563

Barbara Seematter Saint Louis MO 63104-3483

Lisa Gonzales Alta Loma CA 91701-5055

Miriam Baum Alta Loma CA 91701-3111

Jean Robson Hacienda Hts CA 91745-6607

Patricia Pruitt Oak Park IL 60302-3406

Denise Bowland Lake Elsinore CA 92530-6517

Lisa Salazar Shasta Lake CA 96089-5795

Elizabeth Wills Mount Gilead OH 43338-9354



Donna Cosgrove Philadelphia PA 19103-

Lori Alaniva Virginia Beach VA 23451-2274

Rochelle Thomas New York NY 10025-2585

Tina Choate Sedona AZ 86336-5341

Heather Walker-Dale Wilsonville OR 97070-7792

James Castelli Chicago IL 60618-6235

Gina Geisel Boulder CO 80304-1127

Cathy Matusoff San Antonio TX 78213-1221

Danielle Benson Parrish FL 34219-9492

Eiko Mitani Albany CA 94706-1525

Louise Patterson Mill Bay BC V0R 2P4

Brian Moore Columbia Heights MN 55421-2855

Arkady Vyatchanin New Smyrna Beach FL 32168-5346

David Burwasser Oberlin OH 44074-1412

Y Hartman New York NY 10016-5675

Lina Poskiene Delray Beach FL 33484-2588

Barbara Young Bloomfield Hills MI 48301-2921

Donna Russell Davis CA 95618-7768

Liz Szabo McHenry IL 60051-2666

Pervez Abdulla Rawalpindi None 46000

Mary Adams Saltillo TN 38370-5210

Elizabeth Rota Chitto porto alegre None 90440

Patricia Lipmanson Bozeman MT 59718

Elena Carleo Franklinville NC 27248-8374

Angela Tran Trabuco Canyon CA 92679-4131

Daniel Abbott Everett WA 98201-2856

Ruth Millington Somis CA 93066-7901

Catlin Spargo Lakewood OH 44107-4928

Gisele Germain Phoenix AZ 85045-1724

Alan Weiskott Columbia MD 21044-3112

Christine Young San Diego CA 92122-3832

Leslie Sutliff Ashley MI 48806-9753

Kim Sutton Point Pleasant NJ 08742-4251

Joey Henson Miami FL 33184-1647

Inken Purvis Longmont CO 80504-1743

PD Young Reno NV 89503-3501

Johanna Fletcher Delray Beach FL 33445-2542

Jourdan Reis Dimondale MI 48821-9430

Jeroen Wit Los Angeles CA 91607-2302

Stephanie Clark Brookfield MA 01506-1806

Johnathon Ouellette Saint Johns MI 48879-1514

Sandy Johnson Sauk Rapids MN 56379-9538

Mary Junek Mukwonago WI 53149-8523

Katherine Murdock Greenland AR 72737-0038

Anne Weiss State College PA 16801-4364

Dinair Wolf Bisbee AZ 85603-2188

Michael Curtis San Diego CA 92101-1692

Rachel Jett Port Orange FL 32127-4978

Naomi Stein Oakland CA 94618-1534

Claudia Pisani Farmington Hills MI 48335-4422

Krista Taylor Aurora CO 80011-8329

Mary McGeary Brooklyn NY 11201-6051

Marissa Bill Lehigh Acres FL 33972-4003

Roberta Steinman Silver Spring MD 20910-4106



Susan DeNike Lacey WA 98503-3503

Julie Levin Nyc NY 10003-6201

Stephanie Smedley Preston MD 21655-2055

Carol Devoss Saint Charles IL 60174-4116

Michele Roberts Springfield VA 22150-3928

Wendy Rosenfeld North Hollywood CA 91601-4464

Kris Schmidt Roslyn PA 19001-2233

Wendy Niemeyer Waterloo IA 50702-4047

Annie McMahon Clarkdale AZ 86324-3128

Bert Fritz Bethlehem PA 18017-3929

Dixie Nihsen Shelby IA 51570-3107

francis mastri Monroe CT 06468-2413

Michelle Joshua Lowell MA 01852-2800

William Ryder Hagerstown MD 21740-7217

Marj Waite East Hartford CT 06108-3330

Shred Betty Inver Grove Heights MN 55076-2066

Megan Wood Rochester NY 14620-2271

Joan Groom Tucson AZ 85731-7270

William Cave Cleona PA 17042-3224

Nancy Angelovich South Pasadena FL 33707-6323

Georgia Koenig Garden Grove CA 92845-1020

Patricia Anderson Marquette MI 49855-9424

Charles Looney Scappoose OR 97056-4211

Ellen Callahan Gorham ME 04038-1900

Peter Sergienko Portland OR 97210-5242

gianfranco verrecchia Miami FL 33133-4027

Toni Franklin Friday Harbor WA 98250-8895

Carol Fusco Berkeley CA 94708-2058

David Llewellyn Berkeley CA 94705-1018

James Comiskey Mckinleyville CA 95519-3383

Jeff Fromberg Los Angeles CA 90049-3352

Richard Holland Sandoval IL 62882-2325

Jennifer Nichols Berryville VA 22611-3462

Justine Mitrovich Mount Shasta CA 96067-9441

Janet Torgerson Eureka Springs AR 72631-4418

Paul Grove Eureka MT 59917-0370

Sandra Wagner Cleveland TN 37312-7070

David Meade Apollo PA 15613-1353

Sandra Goettling Las Vegas NV 89108-1106

Scott Gorn Wilbraham MA 01095-1949

Sarah Hansen Portland ME 04103-3222

Sumit Shah Sugar Land TX 77498-7509

Candy Mancuso Phoenix AZ 85023-6020

Jackie Jenkins Milwaukee WI 53210

Amy Gentry Germantown TN 38138-4505

Michael Arveson Bonney Lake WA 98391-9163

Mary Ann Black Caseyville IL 62232-1003

Jacqueline Tessman Benton Harbor MI 49022-7030

Pamela Parks Washington DC 20010-1147

Alicia Fay New Smyrna Beach FL 32168-7451

Gayle Countryman-Mills Rockville MD 20852-4341

Destry Sirinopwongsagon Aiea HI 96701

Ronald Villarreal Wake Village TX 75501-6202

Laura Ray Alexandria VA 22312-2005



John Varga Huntington Beach CA 92648-5326

Sarah Alderson Overland Park KS 66223-2712

Margaret Little Arlington TX 76013-3713

Pamela Yates Gresham OR 97030-6931

Nancy Lipka Tonawanda NY 14150-2320

Karen Horton Independence OR 97351-9800

J. Smith Sellersville PA 18960-1422

Barb Fitzgerald Kenmore NY 14217-1256

Flora Barnes LOS ANGELES CA 90038-1458

Liz MacKelvie Appleton WI 54915-1023

Emily Doolan Kansas City MO 64119-3438

Steven Kessler New Rochelle NY 10804-2215

Kathy Forsythe Littleton CO 80127-9447

Kimberly Phillips Bar Harbor ME 04609-1704

Paula Bowman SANTA ROSA CA 95404-6193

Carla Stroud Keene Valley NY 12943-0755

Nicole Maurone Hinton WV 25951-9509

Anita Wisch Valencia CA 91355-3814

Eli Celli Chapel Hill NC 27516-4371

Becky Wood Toledo OH 43682-0001

Kelly Erwin Cathedral City CA 92234-3446

Stephanie Griesel Cypress TX 77429-4828

Denise Motta St. Louis MO 63123-3519

Heather Buchanan Washington Terrace UT 84405-5550

Pamylle Greinke Peconic NY 11958-0456

Amanda Brewer Orrum NC 28369-9758

Cynthia Howell Sterling VA 20165-5196

Linda Phelan Farmington NY 14425-9573

Helen Harrington Trenton NJ 08648-1448

Carl Cartwright Whittier CA 90605-3333

Ann Graves San Leandro CA 94578

Amanda Clairmonte Catharpin VA 20143-2412

Frank Anderson San Pedro CA 90731-1840

Stephen Parker Knightdale NC 27545-0645

Naomi Gaia Highwood IL 60040-1607

Meg Hunt Taylors SC 29687-4904

Jon Pitt Dallas TX 75243-7110

Barbara DeGiaimo New York NY 10038-1817

Natalie Youngberg Cleveland TX 77327-8713

Janine Kondreck Denver CO 80220-5170

Kelly Keegan Harrisville RI 02830-1538

Emily Wagner Reading PA 19611-1012

Joan Smith Goodyear AZ 85395-8703

Peggy Williams Lima OH 45805-3434

Diane Verna Jackson WY 83001

jeanne sumner Laytonville CA 95454-1904

Vicki Wiker San Clemente CA 92672-3471

Linda Kozak Hudson OH 44236-1345

Steven Ray Waynesboro TN 38485-2705

Sherri Pickett Merrill WI 54452-9664

Tony DeBacco North East PA 16428-2359

Daniel Lawrence Dunedin FL 34698-3681

Catherine Cosman Washington DC 20009-6347

John Fitzpatrick Springfield VA 22152-1624



Molly Sabatino Erie CO 80516-8475

jeannie perry port wing WI 54865-4824

Karen Colburn Carbondale CO 81623-3112

Caryl Speck MELBOURNE FL 32940-8054

Jairo Parra Palm bay FL 32907-1090

Steve Schatvet Walpole MA 02081-1035

Gary LaClair Beverly Hills MI 48025-5005

Gary Larson Sequim WA 98382-6845

Laurie Storm Buffalo NY 14207-2804

Patricia Everall San Francisco CA 94131-1628

Ct Bross Walnut Creek CA 94597-2423

Elizabeth Jasicki New York NY 10024-4418

Adam Martin Burlington VT 05401-5579

Anne Russell Medford OR 97501-8149

Elizabeth Kemph Sandy Springs GA 30350-4468

Mitchell Chavis Portland OR 97224-1295

Marcia Miller Port Saint Lucie FL 34953-5628

Hannahlore Trickett Norridgewock ME 04957-3711

B-J Damon Everett WA 98203-2005

Denise McGregor Coupeville WA 98239-3056

William Shearer Columbia City IN 46725-8648

Susan Mcguire san diego CA 92167-0097

Vicki Macina Sandusky OH 44870-2258

Helen Greer Tucson AZ 85705-1465

John Callies Sun Prairie WI 53590-2120

Kathleen Doctor Kittanning PA 16201-2073

Joan Pool Vacaville CA 95687-6174

Barbara Spiers Green Valley AZ 85614-2724

Lisa Dian Cleveland OH 44111-3073

j bein detroit MI 48228-3632

Gary Yeomans Denver CO 80210-5105

Linda Herron Duluth MN 55812-1536

Sheila Squier Ithaca NY 14850-5620

Todd Lipcsey Manassas VA 20112-8665

Timothy Dunn Babylon NY 11702-2634

Linda Daly Pompton Lakes NJ 07442-1746

Amy Phelps Marietta GA 30066-1938

Sandra Schomberg Corvallis OR 97330-4030

Dale Micherone Newmarket NH 03857-1406

Hannelore Malzer Geneva NY 12040

Maria Nowicki San Francisco CA 94116-2517

L.D. Scott Los Angeles CA 90039-1347

Joy Turlo Redondo Beach CA 90277-5811

Annabelle Whettam North Hollywood CA 91606-3109

William Stern Euclid OH 44132-1230

Julie Stinchcomb Roseville CA 95678-6473

Dinorah Hall Albany GA 31707-4447

Janice Hoffman Las Cruces NM 88001-2450

Michael Helmeste Vancouver WA 98687-3909

Christine Oda San Francisco CA 94115-5200

Rachel Lee Staten Island NY 10314-6231

Justin Berg New Berlin WI 53151-1329

John Sonin Juneau AK 99824-5059

Anthony Kent Paso Robles CA 93446-4177



P. Hays Maitland FL 32751-6028

Jamie LeDent Alameda CA 94501-2341

Sandra Neely Columbia MO 65203-4526

Anita Kiefer Wapakoneta OH 45895-1337

Rita Falk South Salem NY 10590-1712

Cheryl Delvecchio Peoria AZ 85383-7601

Lois Bacon Freedom CA 95019-0007

Gregory Grether Topanga CA 90290-3660

Lance Polya Jericho VT 05465-9627

Louise Folkner Chandler AZ 85286-8031

M Stanley Wilmington NC 28401

Carol Bash Peekskill NY 10566-2985

Jared Cornelia Wilmington DE 19804-3505

Marilyn Christian Medina OH 44256-6971

KATHRYN LIGHT Bay City MI 48708-8001

Margaret Silver Atlantic Beach FL 32233-4511

Jacky Kusterer Mckinney TX 75071-8303

Megahn Dudzinsky Randallstown MD 21133-4733

Bob Wietecha Staten Island NY 10314-3321

Jamie Thomas Middleburg FL 32068-7747

Scot Rebello Oviedo FL 32766-5054

Kate Sherwood Long Beach NY 11561-2615

David Holt Boise ID 83703-3225

Gary Naake Nevada City CA 95959-9247

Stephanie Hammond Flagstaff AZ 86004-1078

C Walsh Denver CO 80211-2043

Robert Cleveland Portland OR 97219-4239

Michael Renfrow Portland OR 97213-3805

Janet Trojak Jacksonville FL 32258-1410

Mary Moore Danville IN 46122-9538

Paul Moscato Crestwood IL 60418-1720

Beverly Fowler Cottage Grove WI 53527-9441

Bari Kerns Seattle WA 98103-7208

Carmen Carrasco Studio City CA 91604-1137

Dennis & Susan Kepner York ME 03909-5237

Anita Wischhusen Valencia CA 91355-3814

Heather Walker Tucson AZ 85716-3953

Ilaria De Simone pocatello ID 83201-4160

Lauren Lunde Mims FL 32754-4792

Tammie Thier Algonquin IL 60102-6824

Daniel Britt Zimmerman MN 55398-4341

Tonia Pearson Long Beach CA 90808-1808

Carol Dearborn Lakemont GA 30552-0005

Betsy Dewhurst Duchesne UT 84021-8005

Paul Groh Gulf Greeze FL 32563-7014

Bryna Fuchslocher Thousand Oaks CA 91360-4846

Eileen Karzen Los Angeles CA 90064-1963

Malcolm MacPherson Santa Fe NM 87505-8178

Jean Goetinck Tucson AZ 85746-3748

Magdalene Bumford Olympia WA 98512-8595

Jordan Hooper Austin TX 78703-4470

Jean Public flemington NJ 08822-1476

Barbara Mesa West Hollywood CA 90069-6424

Suzanne Brewer Portland ME 04102-1818



Diane Hohnbaum Anaheim CA 92801-1743

Thomas Murray Port Norris NJ 08349-3816

Amy Aariffin Chico CA 95928-9465

Nena Sinclair Selkirk MB R1A 2L2

Patricia Chambers Winsted CT 06098-6018

Mandy Tucker Grover NC 28073-9615

Theresa Ochoa Aurora IL 60504-5519

Jennifer Chomokovski Winnipeg MB R2G 0N2

Jackie Mills Kissimmee FL 34746-3810

Michelle Parsons Gold Coast (Queensland) None 4211

Lena Maki Laramie WY 82072-2713

Rhonda Carpenter Berthoud CO 80513-7908

Terry Holland Centerton AR 72719-7800

Sharon Marquez Placerville CA 95667-8737

Patrick Carraher Columbia MO 65201-9425

Pamela Neumann Farmingdale NY 11735-3720

Jo Kirsch Beaverton OR 97008-6657

Sarosh Patel Sunnyvale CA 94087-4610

Anne Sebian Fairport Harbor OH 44077-6901

Deborah Kehoe Toms River NJ 08755-2546

Gudrun Sparrow Johannesburg SC 16090

Lee Eames Long Beach CA 90815-5127

Annette Hovorka Foster City CA 94404-1805

Chris Eaton Tujunga CA 91042-1836

Mark Klugiewicz Montgomery TX 77356-6305

Anne Spesick Auburn CA 95604-7367

Eli Blake Brighton MA 02135-7740

Karen Berger Montrose CA 91020-1284

Scott Paling Littleton CO 80125-7952

Nicole Perna Pomona NY 10970-2932

Carolyn Massey Quincy IL 62301-2302

Frank Florio Niagara Falls NY 14301

Diana McNair Orlando FL 32828-7511

Tracy Brophy Bentonville AR 72712-4481

Lesia Mills Clayton NC 27528-1183

Judy Joyer Coto De Caza CA 92679-5362

Peggy Borchardt Albuquerque NM 87123-1254

Patrick Farrell San Ysidro CA 92173-3150

Sonia Camara Rio de Janeiro None 22010

Kathleen Moraski WOODBURY MN 55125-1557

Daniel Toohey Kettering OH 45409-2126

Roberto Romo San Francisco CA 94121-3025

Barbara Wolff CH-8808 Pfaffikon NJ 8808

Mary Thoma Dayton OH 45419-3541

Priscilla Carvalho Rio De Janeiro None 22411

Kathleen Coffman Tucson AZ 85739-1291

Cheryl Sheldon Denton TX 76207-7649

Judy Jensen Vashon WA 98070-3605

Frederick Moore Battle Creek MI 49015-8746

Richard Monroe Bellevue WA 98006-6449

Bob Gairdner Tubac AZ 85646-1503

Linda Helvie Lv NV 89108-4810

James Jones Bayville NY 11709-2603

Everett Riehl FAIRFIELD CA 94533-7048



Sharon Mundo Lees Summit MO 64064-2010

Robert Crone Kailua HI 96734-2737

Gloria Badella Lansing MI 48915-1907

Tim Browning Idaho Falls ID 83402-3803

Jennifer Krencs Jacksonville FL 32205-7032

Deanna Barnes Tarpon Springs FL 34689-0004

Mirjana Durovic Chelsea CT 6011

Mary Vitro Springfield MA 01104-2241

Jacqui Conti Lahaina HI 96761-9300

Bianca Reich Lynnwood WA 98087-5367

Colette Quelhurst Redcliffe North None 4020

Ann Hansen Bergen IA 50630

Grace Hawk Chicago IL 60613-6057

Liz Garratt St. Augustine FL 32086-9120

Richard Peterson Northbrook IL 60062-3954

Debra Beaver Matthews NC 28104-4270

Dennis Kreiner Carpentersville IL 60110-1201

Donna Murray Oklahoma City OK 73127-1041

Rebecca Dellamano Springfield VA 22153-2421

Julie Siler Homer NY 13077-9713

Laraine Diaz Staten Island NY 10307-1996

Jenny Mastrocola Nolterieke Kerhonkson NY 12446-3503

Denise Lenardson Sunland CA 91040-1916

Rachel Pedriani Plattsburgh NY 12901-1624

Aarahwanna Roe Tucker GA 30084-8219

karen berman Audubon NJ 08106-1517

Carol Cooke Derbys None de78py

Kay Reinfried Lititz PA 17543-8868

Martha Welch Xenia OH 45385-8734

Diane Sands Eden Prairie MN 55347-3065

Beth Levin Portland OR 97213-2415

Peter Townsend Ashland MA 01721-2158

Amy Anderson denver CO 80212-1302

Daryl Phillips Grove City OH 43123-9258

Patti Sobecke Milwaukee WI 53227-1623

Sandra Torline Sandy Springs GA 30328-1261

Lacey Levitt San Diego CA 92120-2717

Tammy Peatfield Hampton VA 23663-1102

Paulette Dumont Sutton MA 01590-1909

Elissa Eunice Winter Park FL 32789-1615

Joan Sitnick Encino CA 91436-3836

Susan Davis Noblesville IN 46062-9069

Wendy Weldon Delray Beach FL 33484-8509

Eric Hui Hong Kong None 999077

Arlene Basinski Elmwood Park IL 60707-3028

Mary Garcin Tampa FL 33626-3615

Mark Feldman Santa Rosa CA 95401-9137

Janice Rivenburg Webster NY 14580-9433

Stephen Hirsch Spring Lake NJ 07762-1927

Claire Sterling New York NY 10040-3909

George Atkinson Middletown DE 19709-8945

Patricia Lenzen Vancouver WA 98684-5064

Michelle Goedert Burnsville MN 55306-6165

Patrice Wagner Averill Park NY 12018-4821



Amber Murphy Farmington MN 55024-8725

Jill Kaptur Lake Zurich IL 60047-8433

Patricia Nick Wheeling WV 26003-9670

Mary Stroh Auburn IN 46706-1478

H Schultz Orlando FL 32869-2115

Victoria Shankling Aliso Viejo CA 92656-8040

Annick Rrichardson Dayton OH 45429-2618

John Eza Harrisburg PA 17111-3636

Dina Belmir Miami FL 33179-4221

Penny Mackenzie Adelaide NV 89123

Al Mancini Tewksbury MA 01876-2910

Monica Bonualas Binghamton NY 13905-6201

Vivien Smith Saint Albans Kanawha Coun WV 25177-2644

Jamie Green Ventura CA 93004-2884

Jenny Mottola Evanston IL 60201-5625

Pauline Cameron Ohatchee AL 36271-5405

Miroslav Demajo Belgrade None 11160

Giovanna Fioravante são paulo None 5551

joelle cullen Noosa Heads OH 45677

Julia Voronina Moscow None 125363

Erika Builder Telluride CO 81435-0293

Shelton Foss Montgomery AL 36109-2819

Hayden Kaden Gustavus AK 99826-0138

Cathy Nieman Weaverville NC 28787-9652

B. Stephens Tampa FL 33625-1549

Lisa Tremaine Conroe TX 77304-1618

Kay Ballard Bloomfield IA 52537-2105

Robert Haslag Nixa MO 65714-8723

Kristin Dunlap Denver CO 80231-2620

Eleanor Jones Cambridge MA 02138-1887

Asphodel Denning Mercer Island WA 98040-2220

Susan Wishner Nipomo CA 93444-6659

Arden Green Lake Saint Louis MO 63367-4386

Kathy Curtiss Minnetonka MN 55345-2055

Genevieve Appel Sparta NJ 07871-1434

D Stirpe Portland OR 97214

Amanda Burk Austin TX 78745-7509

Jan Rouse Leath Glendale CA 91205-3629

Mary McGee Gardnerville NV 89410-2275

Michelle Unger Portland OR 97209-2093

Pamela Osborne Memphis TN 38120-1410

Pamela Bendix Bainbridge Island WA 98110-4216

Jeanne McGlenister niagara falls NY 14303-1231

Silvina Parkin Dover ID 83825-0063

Tim Browning Idaho Falls ID 83402-3803

Deborah Stewart Troy NY 12182-9716

Christine Lockhart Porter TX 77365-5656

Georgina Wright North Las Vegas NV 89032-5627

Sarah Matthews Washougal WA 98671-9750

Mandy Tshibangu Devon PA 19333-1569

Michelle Jones Hixson TN 37343-6204

Cassie Clarke Hampton VA 23666-5697

Devon Seltzer Greensboro NC 27410-8428

Philip Johnson DURHAM NC 27705-1331



Sharon Lozon Flint MI 48507-2348

David Soares Pollock Pines CA 95726-9424

Dave Cazenas Leesburg VA 20175-6105

Amanda Milster Nashville TN 37235-0001

Robert Kimsel Largo FL 33770-3188

Fernando Robles Union City OH 45390-1812

Samantha Holm Milwaukee WI 53207-2105

Dameon Hansen Idaho Falls ID 83404-5604

Jill Robertson Amador City CA 95601-0463

Christine Kuhlman North Sutton NH 03260-0222

Melek Korel istanbul None 99999

Marybeth Rice Berkeley CA 94708-1820

Vicki Kissinger Pollock Pines CA 95726-9517

Patricia Adamo Staten Island NY 10306-3332

Cathryn Erickson Framingham MA 01702-6650

Jamie Ewen Ann Arbor MI 48104

K ORourke Saint Louis MO 63146-2721

Jamie Brozovich Pasadena CA 91103-3563

Briana Schroeder Austin TX 78758-3114

Mickey Wolk Havertown PA 19083-1315

Tonya Sexton KINGSPORT TN 37665-1818

Deborah Wall Nashua NH 03064-2532

Michele Marino Vacaville CA 95687-6420

Penelope Heintz Cedar Ridge CA 95924-0362

Debra Atlas Weslaco TX 78596-5753

William Nally Iron Mountain MI 49801-9455

John White Grand Blanc MI 48439-4264

Linda Messatzzia Southampton PA 18966-3433

Barbara Langan Huntingdon PA 16652-6029

Fereshteh Valamanesh Belmont CA 94002-2111

Nichi Winchester LAKEPORT CA 95453-4923

Timmie Smith Erie PA 16512-0532

Tami Bullock El Cajon CA 92021-2904

Michael Caputo Greenville RI 02828-1753

Deanne O'Donnell Derry PA 15627-2671

Michael Carpenter FISH CREEK WI 54212

Ken Robertson Kansas City MO 64151-1035

Cindy Lynch Suffern NY 10901-3820

Missie Stattd Tehachapi CA 93561-6840

Debbie Sever Portland MI 48875-1366

Joe Suarez Canton MI 48188-1533

Dennis Miller Falkville AL 35622-7216

Linda Desmond Essex None CM81

Catherine Roberts Boisbriand QC J7H 1B6

angel conway nlv NV 89031-0155

Grace Busch Sun City Center FL 33573-4432

Crystal Hart Leesburg VA 20175

Martin Henz Tampa FL 33601

Marcia Fowler Litchfield CT 06759-2811

Melynda Quinn Folsom CA 95630-7325

Stacey Fulton Grimes IA 50111-2036

Craig Fulton Grimes IA 50111-0496

Laurie Harvey MARATHON FL 33050-3179

Mary Rojeski Santa Monica CA 90405-4130



Kathleen Ruopp Chicago IL 60643-1229

Shauna Sparlin Wichita KS 67235-1510

Canan Tzelil Beverly Hills CA 902101234

cristina russo Italia ME 4024

Debra Wontor Lords Valley PA 18428-9115

Moira Black Langley BC V2Z 3A8

Patricia Chow Arlington TX 76016

Shereen McDade Los Angeles CA 90018-4314

Cathy Cervone Boardman OH 44512-4613

Thomas Talbot Anthony NM 88021-0749

Ann Myers Berkeley CA 94705-1955

Tanya Gunzburger Buffalo NY 14202-4395

Gertrude Dudek Middletown NY 10940-5046

Savannah Kringlie Salt Lake Cty UT 84119-2527

Cheryl Braznell Tucson AZ 85704-4014

Jackie Grguric Tallahassee FL 32303-7311

Lori Foerster Orlando FL 32803-3906

Andrew Hughes Milford NH 03055-3445

Joseph Erdeljac West Chester PA 19380-6382

Roger Wisinski Naperville IL 60565-2328

Kathy Hart North Caldwell NJ 07006-4555

Carol Thompson South Park PA 15129-8955

Paula Hawkins San Diego CA 92104-4308

Laura Apley Tacoma WA 98433-0050

Jim Petkiewicz San Jose CA 95125-2952

Luci Evanston San Bruno CA 94066-3706

Jane Taylor Denver CO 80220-1052

Lynn Costa Warwick RI 02889-5719

Susan Grimwood Amesbury MA 01913-1328

Noelle Nocera West Chester PA 19382-5208

Lori Cooper-Ott York PA 17404-3520

Mara Miller Honolulu HI 96815-3126

Jeremy Marks Rockville MD 20853-2650

Patti Eckert Roseville MN 55113-2416

Keith Derby Northborough MA 01532-1030

Michele Hickman Wilmington NC 28411-6796

Laura Troll Buzzards Bay MA 02532-5364

Laurel Emsley Carmel CA 93923-9739

Kristen DeVille Covington LA 70435-7376

Lynn Offutt Everett WA 98208-7427

Keli Myers Fort mill SC 29708-7211

Megan Faber Denver CO 80210-1512

Mike Toncray Frankfort KY 40601-4421

Pierre Del Prato Sacramento CA 95831-2674

Silvia Steinhilber Mesa AZ 85204-1908

Jo Ann Sorrell Collegeville PA 19426-2565

Chris March La Grange Park IL 60526-1721

Nancy Ross Van Nuys CA 91406-6308

Naomi Ostfeld Houston TX 77071-1055

Nadine Azarian Albany NY 12209-1123

Don Hon Minneapolis MN 55418-2210

Joel Roache Douglasville GA 30135-4072

Ronald Drahos Bloomington IN 47401-8436

Scott Baumann Pittsburgh PA 15206-3418



Eugene Brusin Quincy MA 02169-5638

Donna Davis Norman OK 73071-2213

Mike Krouse Lakewood OH 44107-4459

Sarah Lincoln North Ferrisburgh VT 05473-7016

Heidi Ludwick Papillion NE 68046-2541

George Mackison Hallandale FL 33009-7311

David Drecktrah Appleton WI 54913-9753

bob rayburn Chicago IL 60617-6721

Paula Rusterholz Roseville MN 55113-2414

Jeri Loucks Albuquerque NM 87108-4214

Kathryn Christian Grand Junction CO 81501-3445

Roel Cantu Mission TX 78572-3644

Pat Bell Mesa AZ 85213-3145

Charles Mick San Antonio Bexar County TX 78239-3341

Linda Hart Oregon OH 43616-1909

Julia Stevenson Washington DC 20008-2117

Heather Fox Wilmington MA 01887-2898

John Markham Princeton KY 42445-2115

Michelle Dziamba Sacramento CA 95831-3263

Nicole Shaffer Colorado Springs CO 80917-2936

Regina Barakat Orlando FL 32819-5176

Debra Marge Shamokin PA 17872-5454

Marie-Claire Starr Grass Valley CA 95949-9242

Lee Mitchell Charleston WV 25314-2547

Helen Schafer White Hse Sta NJ 08889-3734

Leslie Calambro Henrico VA 23229-3801

Richard Espuga Roselle Park NJ 07204-1111

Rayline Dean Ridgecrest CA 93555-3622

Arthur Minto Seymour, Ct CT 06483-3660

Annette Mello Boulder Creek CA 95006-9075

Susan Magana Tracy CA 95377-8250

Aaron Beversdorf Greensboro NC 27408-8623

Ruth Valdez Aptos CA 95001-2142

Tamara Harvey Lafayette CO 80026-9322

Irene Snavely Covina CA 91724-3447

Chere Gruver Mesa AZ 85207-7020

Christel Markevich Nederland CO 80466-9668

Pamela Lanagan Nacogdoches TX 75965-2656

Judith Riddell Urbana IL 61802-2257

Catherine Soudoplatoff Nashville TN 37212-4006

Luis Fuentes Palm Springs CA 92262-2390

Chris Marquardt Neenah WI 54956-3825

Sandra Naidich New York NY 11215-6746

Michael Gannon Yorktown Hts NY 10598-3504

Ashley Carter Frenchburg KY 40322-8863

Jim Miller Annapolis MD 21401-4203

Linda Granato Philadelphia PA 19136-1017

Debra Lincoln Johnston IA 50131-1461

Catherine France Prescott AZ 86305-7110

Merrie Thornburg Attica IN 47918-1314

Stephanie Clark Pleasant Hill CA 94523-2505

Jeffrey Luckay Cuyahoga Falls OH 44221-5357

Kathy Mason Sebewaing MI 48759-9705

D Sifuentes Mammoth Lakes CA 93546-0100



Bethany Eldred Tacoma WA 98466-8236

Robert Hughes luray VA 22835-1310

Joseph DiBlanca Highland NY 12528-2635

Judith Steinhart Palo Alto CA 94301-3302

Sabine Williams Killeen TX 76549-4471

Chris Pager Monaca PA 15061-2814

Wendy Hinsberger Beaverton OR 97007-6912

Colleen Rodger El Sobrante CA 94803-3548

Susan W Bend OR 97702-3306

William Schreier North Chesterfield VA 23235-4501

Diane Clark Woolwine VA 24185-3843

Barbara Orales Belmont NC 28012-7787

Maryanne Preli Windsor Locks CT 06096-2210

Erika Schiegg Mesquite TX 75150-3194

Lisa Mistretta Kirkwood NY 13795-1730

David Friend Aurora CO 80017-2609

Misha Cheema Newport NC 28570-9591

Alice Neuhauser Manhattan Beach CA 90266-6108

Larissa Venzie Independence VA 24348-0432

Carolyn Morado Ann Arbor MI 48104-5058

Hilary McGregor Ashland MA 01721-2158

Patricia Whalen Taos NM 87571-6392

Bonny Gatchel Grandview TX 76050-0909

George Patterson Philadelphia PA 19144-4120

Crystal Wilson Dayton OH 45433-1301

Michael Samano Chicago IL 60617-6706

Jennifer Brooks Los Altos CA 94022-1654

Alexander Schiffelbian Virginia Beach VA 23456-4883

Daphne Endress Katy TX 77450-8047

Brian Berninger Sun Prairie WI 53590-2432

Heather Rankin Omaha NE 68164-1314

Diane McEwan Cumming GA 30040-8246

Debbie Smith Reno NV 89502-3293

Eva Ianeva N Smithfield RI 02896-6872

Janice Martinez JACKSONVILLE FL 32223-7260

Helen Stuehler Reno NV 89508-8179

Nancy Lowe Manor TX 78653-0978

William Holderfield Fox River Grv IL 60021-1802

Leslie McGivney Marietta GA 30064-1643

Diane Sacchetti Prides Crossing MA 01965-0164

Christine Stark Madison WI 53715-2080

Gail Yborra Wilmington DE 19801-1304

Elisabeth Jakab New York NY 10024-2747

Angela J. Hawkins Richmond VA 23225-1957

Lana Bobak Rochester Hills MI 48306-4028

Karen Otten Superior CO 80027-6140

Delner Dayton Eau Claire WI 54703-1042

Diane Smith Bellingham WA 98229-6927

Carol Hickman Carlsbad CA 92011-3715

Tami Phelps Redding CA 96003-3119

Jessica Jakubanis Albuquerque NM 87123-2281

Rebecca Stringer Columbus OH 43221-3828

Diane Patnode Fairfax VT 05454-9500

Michele McNamara Brisbane CA 94005-1246



Stacy Lang Roscoe IL 61073-6340

Jack Cotlar Indianapolis IN 46260-4923

Fran Seldin Laurel MD 20723-2050

Elizabeth Jache Lemon Grove CA 91945

John Watson Wautoma WI 54982-7916

Valerie Bollini Chicago IL 60618-3806

Cynthia Guthrie WHITTIER CA 90602-3013

Dinah Fedorow Salem OR 97302-4947

Gavi Stevens Largo FL 33771-1113

Alysha Collins Tucson AZ 85745-1217

Rebecca Kuk Sicklerville NJ 08081-3708

Kathleen Cassidy Redwood City CA 94062-2044

Lee Bowman Morton Grove IL 60053-3321

Ron Yelton Beech Grove IN 46107-1328

Lydeen Ramirez Flat Rock MI 48134-7722

Bushra Qureshi Montreal QC H3W 2H2

Robyn Phillips Raymond NH 03077-1268

Vivian Hernandez Tyler TX 75701-7413

C. Leslie Seal Beach CA 90740

Debra Jaranowski Waxhaw NC 28173-7859

Linda Costanzo Centereach NY 11720-1217

Katy Bassett Victor MT 59875-9728

Arlene Fryer Sioux Falls SD 57106-2013

Robert Davidsom Franklin Park IL 60131-2020

Deepak Dadlani Doral FL 33172-5927

Nadine Larsen Dana Point CA 92629-1326

Shari Piehl Appleton WI 54913-7903

Nina Morales St. George UT 84770-3726

J Lamantia Chicago IL 60640-3413

Marina Mooney Gouldsboro ME 04607-3317

Miriam Israel Seattle WA 98117-2114

Janice Johnson Sayre PA 18840-1558

Holger Mathews Seattle WA 98134-2135

Jacob O'Neil Bradford NH 03221-6520

Laurie Spraga Middletown DE 19709-9699

Marilee Murray Prescott AZ 86303-6146

Jacqueline Scully-Clark Plainfield NJ 07062-2207

Jack Rosenfeld LAUREL SPRINGS NJ 08021-5304

Johanna Abate San Francisco CA 94109-4633

Mark Kosovich Grants Pass OR 97526-3562

Maria Mariorenzi Cranston RI 02920-4603

Rocio Miranda oakland CA 94619-1833

Deborah Bishop Evansville IN 47712-5657

jacky farquhar Arbroath None DD11 2HB

Isabelle Marcotte Montréal QC H3K 2T9

Heather Ohm-Fisher Wilmington NC 28405-3812

Elliott Sernel Palm Springs CA 92263-0301

Caryl Edwards Harrison ME 04040-3911

Kristal Kurran Leavenworth WA 98826-9325

Diane Geary Eastampton NJ 08060-2520

Elizabeth Cross Seattle WA 98144-3146

Carlo Boldrighini Roma, Italy None 141

Jeff Kozma Yakima WA 98901-5382

Susan Thompson Terre Haute IN 47807-4013



Jordan Salmanowicz Dorchester MA 02122-1225

Annette Raible Petaluma CA 94952-9687

Nadine Hatchet Camarillo CA 93010-3108

Jeanette Passty San Antonio TX 78203-2027

Kent Mollohan Helena MT 59601-5435

Lora Child Saint Paul MN 55117-4013

Linda Rea Hastings NE 68901-7546

Michael Gan Kennewick WA 99336-1007

Cecil Ralph San Diego CA 92104-2053

Peter Sarfaty New York NY 10014-2738

Bonnie Stone Ocean City NJ 08226-1866

Heather Davis Aloha OR 97003-2575

Mary Pawelko Idaho Falls ID 83402-4851

Pamela Hill Coupeville WA 98239-0665

Rebecca Smith Redwood City CA 94061-3449

Oscar Gutierrez San Diego CA 92192-2088

Sharon Bramblett Manor TX 78653-5105

Loraine Norman Evanston IL 60202-3625

Les Roberts Serafina NM 87569-0199

Marie Weis Fox Island WA 98333-9725

Renae Tanner Colorado Springs CO 80923-5480

VALERIE NORDEMAN Laytonville CA 95454-1715

Michael Macdonald Whitehorse YT Y1A5

Jodi Malitsky Mt. Juliet TN 37122-4131

Janine Damestoy Bexley None 2207 Australia

Mafalda Castro Ky KY 41503

Fay Gauster Tallahassee FL 32301-2509

HELENE WEINSTEInN Forest Hills NY 11375-3384

Deborah Lakowski Crystal Lake IL 60014-4712

Mary Ramirez Houston TX 77029-3937

Janie Lucas San Francisco CA 94110-3224

Nancy Gregory Littleton CO 80120-4405

Aimee Miller Las Vegas NV 89119-4377

Kristine Winnicki Chester VT 05143-8518

Richard Roderick Wells River VT 05081-9712

Adele Myers Meadow Valley CA 95956-0261

Janice Shannon Tampa FL 33612-5042

Nancy Thompson Ottumwa IA 52501-8459

B. Conelley Frederick MD 21701

Linda Freitag Sequim WA 98382-9264

Renee Grant Pen Argyl PA 18072-9511

Angela Zerance Palmyra PA 17078-3317

Bridget Williamson Aurora CO 80012-5254

Victoria Loudis Douglaston NY 11362-1235

Jameson Bergen Burlington CT 06013-2534

Sabra Morton Hanover NH 03755-1229

Neil Baus Napoleon OH 43545-7080

Shannon Teel Charlotte NC 28277-8648

Clayton Mumaw Wilmington DE 19810-2840

Patty Stroble Sunbury PA 17801-2521

Gail Cheeseman Saratoga, CA CA 95070-6322

John LaFrance Warren MI 48088-2966

Helena Gebrier Isla Mujeres None 77400

Paul Harvey Derry PA 15627-1710



Jennifer Pick Columbus OH 43220-6300

Tristin Pollet Destrehan LA 70047-5345

Lisa Kershner Fleetwood PA 19522-1507

Marie Harrison Canton GA 30115-4330

Kaci Caldwell Omaha NE 68105-3305

Patty Ridenour Dayton OH 45419-1739

Raven Vergara Gallatin TN 37066-7497

Denise Diaz Chicago IL 60643-2800

Beverly Conroy Oak Park IL 60304-1414

Timothy Miller Fort Lauderdale FL 33312-5450

Mary Humphrey Halethorpe MD 21227-3854

Robin Rigoli Goleta CA 93117-6243

Eric Robson Madison WI 53705-4538

Mary Ann Pollett Chicago IL 60614-5126

Stacey Hood-Marchig Philadelphia PA 19148-3018

Janny Vogel Oceanside CA 92057

Eric Jacobs Boise ID 83709-6817

Joanne Sieck Rochester MN 55906-8539

Patricia Gardner Haiku HI 96708-0624

Debby Winemiller Scottsdale AZ 85267-5636

Cynthia McFall Mobile AL 36693-3466

Catherine Cox Warrenville IL 60555-3524

Melissa Reese Bremerton WA 98311-9601

William St. George Wilmington NC 28403-2415

Shirley Tenney Monticello IN 47960-7076

Dianne Pingitore Hamilton NJ 08610-6507

Crystal Kirchner Neversink NY 12765-5002

Gaylen Stirton Oakland CA 94619-1833

Toni Schwellinger Port Orchard WA 98367-7440

Jamie Pfister San Jose CA 95139-1127

Kim Nicholson Toluca Lake CA 91602-1592

Kate Gyllensvard Watertown MA 02472-1827

Kayla Hyman Newport RI 02840-4313

Bechi Currier Howell NJ 07731-2096

Roxanne Delgado Antioch CA 94509-1852

F Ditlow Edgewater NJ 7020

Cheri Mattina Parkville MO 64152

Rachel Meyer Huntington NY 11743-1945

Katrina Kemnitzer San Juan Capistrano CA 92675-6319

Diane Kraft Lewiston NY 14092-2025

Susan VanBenschoten Henderson NY 13650-0072

Lena Lambert Lakeland FL 33801-6125

John & Shirley Valney Reno NV 89509-3704

Karen Reid Santa Rosa CA 95403-2410

Francesca Barsotti Pontida VA 24030

Karen Reich Hartford CT 06105-2240

Mike Lanka Maricopa AZ 85138-5243

Amy McCoy Shelburne Falls MA 01370-1321

Tracy Crawford Mt Pleasant MI 48858-4333

Jeff Miller Sun Valley NV 89433-6550

Kim Beeler Lake Oswego OR 97034-6708

Judith Junior Kansas City MO 64124-2896

Daniela Bernardes S?o Sebasti?o None 11620

Penelope Hopcraft Sooke BC V9Z 0T5



Candice Cassato Olympia WA 98502-9690

Barbara Clewett Lexington KY 40517-2467

Alex Randow Park Ridge IL 60068-4322

Jessie Dresch King George VA 22485-7044

Stephan Armstrong WATSONTOWN PA 17777-8039

Jeff Berner Hilton NY 14468-9171

Pamela McIntyre Fishers IN 46038-1398

Eric Schultz Gregory MI 48137-9671

Nancy Sacco Lynnfield MA 01940-1235

Carmen Minor Bettendorf IA 52722-5376

Richard Carr Loveland CO 80538-4901

Kim Norman Ramrod Key FL 33042

Pat Parran Baltimore MD 21218-2102

Greg Settle Bend OR 97703-8726

Joann Macdonald Charlotte NC 28211-3207

Sue-Anne Taylor Inala Brisbane None 4077

Jack Stansfield Stanwood WA 98292-8981

Rachel Smith Mt Pleasant SC 29464-4507

Maresa Luzier Edgewood NM 87015-9539

Georgia Griffin Chesterfield Township MI 48051-1950

Gary Raney Prescott Vly AZ 86314-6398

Mike Roche Western Springs IL 60558-2020

Michael Cluster Concord CA 94520-1560

Pamela Crouse Haddon Heights NJ 08035-1013

Dave Byrne Terlingua TX 79852-0288

Jennifer Terrock Columbia MO 65202-2016

Katherine Nolan Cupertino CA 95014-2455

Gina M. Melrose NY 12121-3231

Jason Gibson Tallahasse FL 32312-7583

Ellen Hunt Raleigh NC 27615-9101

Hope Maruzo Bozrah CT 06334-1311

Lynne Olivieri Escalon CA 95320-1925

Alex Harris Lee's Summit MO 64081-3865

Tamra Shotts Highland CA 92346-6370

Cheryl Robison Fort Worth TX 76107-4531

Thomas Guaraldi Houston TX 77071-1511

Alva Pingel Rosemount MN 55068-3583

Mary Kalinowski New York NY 10032-6044

Mark Bradley Sequim WA 98382-7714

Charles Relyea Savannah GA 31406

Tam Black Austin TX 78748-5919

Jennifer LaMour-Fuentes Manhattan NY 10014

Heather Gordon Denver CO 80238-2829

Amy Barker Centennial CO 80122-3433

Nicola Giorgio Largo FL 33774-2036

Nicholas Frederick Abbeville LA 70510-8542

Jessie Ferri Valrico FL 33596-6945

Marjorie Angelo Bunnell FL 32110-5993

Susan Holland Lincoln MA 01773-3836

Herb Evert Cottage Grove WI 53527-9345

Rochelle Hamilton Little Canada MN 55117-4027

Venice Rembold Haltom City TX 76117-3319

Julia Hinson Gilbert AZ 85295-7212

Lisa Miller Pittsburgh PA 15243-1306



Joan McGrath Franklin MA 02038-2617

Elaine Benjamin Alpine CA 91901-2240

Deborah Miller Kouts IN 46347-9657

Kevin Bannon Sussex NJ 07461-4858

Lynn Ackerman Fort Collins CO 80524-5003

Marci Smith Los Osos CA 93402-1617

Karen Tate Signal Mountain TN 37377-1375

Judith Cohen Seattle WA 98112-4606

Richard Stern New York NY 10023-2504

Andrew Sertich Collinsville IL 62234-5321

Elizabeth Binstead Narberth PA 19072-2005

Gary Hull Riverdale UT 84405-4036

Jennifer Poindexter High Point NC 27262-8056

David Cardinali Tucson AZ 85750-6072

Agshin Taghiyev Iowa City IA 52246-4331

Bonnie Oliver Tucson AZ 85705-5927

Barb Bagby Saint Louis MO 63139-3307

Linda Pydeski Placentia CA 92870-4137

Ralph Collier Hammond IN 46324

Timothy McLaughlin Plymouth MA 02360-2938

Robert Fischoff Silver City NM 88062-2743

Mark Volans Huntsville AL 35811-8771

Marge Taniwaki Denver CO 80220-5374

Donna Allen Glendale AZ 85304-4120

Phyllis White El Dorado Hills CA 95762-4237

Ronald Elmore Traverse City MI 49686-3917

Johanna Schroth Baton Rouge LA 70808-4828

Mary Peterson Newport OR 97365-9605

Edward Dilorenzo Weymouth MA 02190-1758

Eric Grote West Chester PA 19380-3611

Renata Dusseault Taunton MA 02780-1018

Donald Paden Loveland CO 80537-6051

Valerie Clark Needham MA 02494-1002

Karyn Morales Saint Cloud FL 34771-7529

Cindy Janac Sevierville TN 37862-9385

Robert Findlay Flanders NJ 07836-7108

Tara Strand N Hollywood CA 91601-4267

Patricia Vineski South Colton NY 13687-3408

Valerie Tan Squaw Valley CA 93675-9675

Marilyn Hawthorn Bettendorf IA 52722-8247

Cristian Contreras Bell CA 90201-2603

Wendy Fossa Essex MA 01929-1055

Sandra Givas Flemington NJ 08822-4005

Susan Ewald Purcellville VA 20132-5213

C McGee Los Angeles CA 90048-1402

Tina Paloskey Julian PA 16844-9238

Yelina Diaz Miami FL 33175-5924

Jon Douglas Belleville IL 62220-3024

Linda Kuhn Springfield MO 65804-3721

Francine Traniello Middleboro MA 02346-6386

Melissa Duralia Wellington FL 33414-4766

Carol Schaffer San Pablo CA 94806-1648

Elizabeth Osborn Laguna Hills CA 92653-6316

Patricia Constable Park City UT 84060



Juanita Hull Riverdale UT 84405-4036

Stanley Sayer Jamaica Plain MA 02130-2942

Pam Bisbee Oconomowoc WI 53066-1420

Andrew Baron Detroit MI 48210-2358

Akankha Perkins Woodstock VT 05091-1152

Diane London Woodland Hills CA 91365-7071

Bradley Colden Whittier CA 90602-3112

Mary Munday New Oxford PA 17350-7013

Jenny Adams Everett WA 98208-3316

Lillian Mejia Hemet CA 92543-8820

Harry Freiberg Brookings OR 97415-9686

Candace Jarrett Las Vegas NV 89147-5223

Deborah Krueger Austin TX 78730-1400

Alice Stehle Butler PA 16001-5110

Jeanette Mayer Pinellas Park FL 33781-2509

Ronald Schlesinger Rockville MD 20852-5725

Melissa Marcus Long Beach CA 90808-3745

Brenda Stockton Seal Rock OR 97376-9762

Vickie Gonzalez Bronx NY 10468-4259

Nubia Deleon Antioch TN 37013-1323

Patricia Martin Fort Worth TX 76134-3712

Sheila Tran Eagan MN 55122-1634

Cortney Flather Fort Collins CO 80526-4540

Laura Lambert North Saint Paul MN 55109-1715

Angie Zellner Las Vegas NV 89121-4362

Paula Denissen Wolcott CO 81655-5076

Dennis Balgemann North Fort Myers FL 33917-4407

Georgean Goldenberg Chicago IL 60645-2810

Pauline Bedford Joshua Tree CA 92252-2754

Joe Weis Reedley CA 93654-2742

Nicholas Diamond White Oak PA 15131-1808

Katerina Kokolis Columbia SC 29212-1208

Rita Sheehan Brielle NJ 08730-1431

R Wells Los Angeles CA 90020-2727

Jesse Calderon Baldwin Paek CA 91706-3151

Ronald Rutzky Homewood IL 60430-1503

Antonio Caniano Flushing NY 11358-2309

Janelle McCarthy Newark CA 94560-2668

Daniel Sherwood Wellsville NY 14895-1157

Christopher Devine Chicago IL 60656-3728

Lori Gasser Hermitage TN 37076

Ann Diamond New Haven CT 06511-2113

Bob Leppo Pismo Beach CA 93449-1806

Nancy Schultz Wentzville MO 63385-4712

Joe Migliore Cathedral City CA 92234-1789

Antoinette Ambrosio Las Vegas NV 89108-4427

Diane Millican Kirkland WA 98033-5325

Joan Furtado East Providence RI 02914-2224

Robert Levy New Orleans LA 70119-6004

Carrie Foster Campbell Seatac WA 98198-5939

Alan Schwartz Charlotte NC 28277-1677

Stephen Kolodny Beverly Hills CA 90212-3418

Lynn Buckley Annandale MN 55302-3408

Stuart Lynn Worcester MA 01602-2646



Agnieszka Beletsky East New Market MD 21631

Lisa Steiger Palmer TX 75152-8051

Peggy Richardson Boulder CO 80305-6713

Adriana Nunez Jersey City NJ 07306-1107

Jim Farrell Fairbanks, ALASKA AK 99701-5023

C Williams Waco TX 76710-1036

Mary Ng San Jose CA 95111-1716

Donna Katz Chicago IL 60657-5674

Jean Marie VanWinkle Bedford VA 24523-1148

Chris Monti North Ridgeville OH 44039-1782

Sharon Coker Hillsboro MO 63050-4313

Annika Von bartheld Reno NV 89510

Richard Shepard Claremont CA 91711-0219

Cindy Dutka Philadelphia PA 19151-3740

John Kashner Hamilton NJ 08610-1806

Scott Lundgren Chicago IL 60614-7363

Heather Haverfield Langley WA 98260-0964

Renee Cocks Citrus Heights CA 95610-3138

Marcus von Weigert Temecula CA 92590-3343

Margaret Flock Coeur d'Alene ID 83815-6444

Damien Hennessy New York NY 10033-5241

Linda Avarello San Clemente CA 92672-5282

Richard Richter San Antonio TX 78232-2709

Saul Adelman Charleston SC 29407-5322

Linda Pringle Independence MO 64055-1742

Hank Broege New York NY 10034-2771

Sharon Barnes Beverly Hills CA 90212-4666

Adam Felton Riverside CA 92507-6540

Gregory Flower Little Rock AR 72227-6504

Bryan Hallman Phoenix AZ 85022-2012

Lynna Strom Minneapolis MN 55448-2411

Bruce McKinley Mount Shasta CA 96067-1298

Allan Goldstein Old Tappan NJ 07675-7400

Judi Kerr Lawton OK 73501-4445

Paul Gregory Minneapolis MN 55407-3709

Tara Duchyns Nashville TN 37219-3005

Donald Goppert Canastota NY 13032-4425

Robert Posch St Petersburg FL 33712-3658

Michael Salgat Plymouth MI 48170-3028

Carey Bruns Chico CA 95928-4131

Scott Purificato Peekskill NY 10566-4948

Melissa Soleta Sioux Falls SD 57108-4958

Carol Barr York NE 68467-8065

Michael Parsons Aguilar CO 81020

George Burnash Rncho Cordova CA 95670-3637

Chris Scholl Neptune City NJ 07753-5632

Pamela DeGeyter Ghent NY 12075-1601

Judith Kleuser Laurie MO 65037-4531

Valli Hale Lakewood WA 98498-3221

Louisa Reppucci Lowell MA 01852-2858

Cindy Hoyle Carol Stream IL 60188-1458

Yvette Fernandez Corona NY 11368-2711

Kathryn Bienemann W. Peoria IL 61604-5460

Daniel Pastrana Providence Village TX 76227-5465



Pamela Larsen Camano Island WA 98282-6680

Annemarie Gallagher Philadelphia PA 19114-1221

Emily Hall Montclair NJ 07042-4531

Gary Moore Eagle River AK 99577-7903

Patricia O'Dowd Ann Arbor MI 48104-3512

Michael Nagy Miami FL 33155-3342

Don Dumond Eugene OR 97403-1945

Darlene Byrd Allenton MI 48002-2115

Dennis Knaack PHILADELPHIA PA 19141-3325

J Walby Staten Island NY 10310-1626

April Gordon Summerton SC 29148

Mary Burek-Faber Oregon WI 53575-1309

Ruth Souder Red Hill PA 18076-1401

winn wilson Willimantic CT 06226-1415

Dwight Hughes Sheffield Lake OH 44054-1310

Gail Padalino West Sand Lake NY 12196

Sam Rushforth Orem UT 84097-4300

Mary Haley Elk Grove CA 95758-7147

Mildred Long Williamsburg VA 23188-8930

Rodolfo Sanchez Ochoa San Cristobal None 5001

John Malsheimer Lindenhurst NY 11757-0115

Johanna Bensalel Brooklyn NY 11213-3206

Jose Leroux Montreal QC H3Y 1G4

Maureen Manzene Liverpool NY 13090-1836

Shelly Smith East London None 5201

Thomas Fettig Saint Louis MO 63119-3777

Delores Stachura Herrin IL 62948-3221

James Falsken Queen Creek AZ 85142-3222

Abel Rivera Chicago IL 60632-1007

Charles Almack Coronado CA 92118-1435

Arthur Burzykowski Chicago IL 60634-2521

Danny French Hot Springs AR 71913-9062

Gregory Stanphill Henderson NV 89012-5684

Sandra Bryce Brooklyn NY 11234-4001

Melissa Hasson-Snell Davis CA 95618-6404

William O'Hare Loves Park IL 61111-5814

Robert Roach Erie PA 16506-5319

David Klassen Hannibal MO 63401-2765

Angie Coriandoli Montreal QC H8R 3E9

Janice Kelly Valle de Bravo, Mexico None 51200

Cathy Sleva Seal Beach CA 90740-6507

Kim Smith Pueblo CO 81004-2456

Kim Small Auburn CA 95603-7312

Lydia Peters Cave Spring GA 30124-2975

Robert Smith York PA 17402-4139

Tiffany Baker Nicholasville KY 40356-1569

Jamie Kurnik Vail CO 81657-5829

Tracie Fernandez-Wong Pearl City HI 96782-1757

Shawna Abbatiello Virginia Beach VA 23451-5589

Karen Stamm New York NY 10013-3909

Dale Carr hanover NH 03755-2027

Robyn Houp Carrollton GA 30116-8136

Barbara Dees Salt Springs FL 32134-5802

terance tashiro Los Angeles CA 90045-2751



Sarah Jewell Murfreesboro TN 37128-5742

Julie Wyrembelski Aiken SC 29803-7747

Barbara Darling Weymouth MA 02191-2129

Ana Carrillo New York NY 10065-5949

Lillyam Barberi Weston FL 33327-2209

Holly Wilson Lake Worth FL 33467-6808

Thomas L los angeles CA 90031-2067

Kristine Moy Grosse Pointe MI 48230-1278

Barbara Tillman North Bergen NJ 07047-4125

Virginia Jastromb Northampton MA 01060-1709

Mary Adam Bryan TX 77808-2414

Luke Gardner Chestnut Ridge NY 10977-6620

Virginia Phillips Ennis TX 75119-7362

Nicole Fountain Fremont CA 94536-4325

Kim J. Beaulieu Los Angeles CA 90016-1215

June Stuner Winchester WI 54557-9007

Nancy Carl Carlton OR 97111-9606

Carla Durkin San Francisco CA 94110-1103

Peggy Quigley Pueblo CO 81007-1347

Kyle Anderson Yardley PA 19067-7419

Irene Dobrzanski Arcadia CA 91007-8027

Leigh Rogal Fredericksburg TX 78624-2608

Janine Morgan Fargo ND 58104-7874

Unari Aikou Fontana CA 92336-5905

Donald Fatzinger Reinholds PA 17569-9478

Herb Lowrance Toms River NJ 08753-3011

Shruti C Denver CO 80206-3424

Grace Reynolds Fort Wayne IN 46818-1707

Samantha Turetsky Ormond Beach FL 32176-4763

Janice Jones El Cerrito CA 94530-1437

Colleen Cleary Indianapolis IN 46203-4202

Jerry Horner Concord CA 94518-2322

Susan Anduskey Valparaiso IN 46385-9632

A Albanese Brooklyn NY 11234-3048

Weronika Czapla RICHARDSON TX 75082-4550

Larry Margolis Minnetonka MN 55345-1803

susan shain oakland CA 94606-2026

Theresa Jordan Pullman WA 99163-3527

Jessica Folger Bellvue CO 80512-0023

Bernie Cremin Collinsville OK 74021-6427

Marie Simmons Lehigh Acres FL 33974-9522

Patricia Davis Grand Rapids MN 55744-5088

Laura Dutton Los Angeles CA 90004-3720

Lynn Forsht Homestead FL 33031-2218

Lisa Annecone Englewood FL 34295-1017

Sylvia Fraser Toronto ON M5V 2W7

Joanne Blythe Saskatoon SK S7H 2G3

Lori Dungey Auckland , NZ None 602

John Marro Chicago IL 60638-5067

Susan Edwards Geebung ME 04034-0001

Wayne Fox Houston TX 77070-5823

Edd Manges White Castle LA 70788-2611

Trina Aurin Foothill Ranch CA 92610-2305

Janet Martinez Coral Gables FL 33134-1263



Valerie Snyder Forest grove OR 97116-1025

Lisa Ferguson Delmar NY 12054-3825

Deana Hammett Charlotte NC 28277-8151

Britton Donaldson San Diego CA 92103-2997

Marck Oconnell Tampa FL 33618-2735

Arthur Connor Idyllwild CA 92549-3317

Michele Halligan Ukiah CA 95482-4206

Ann DeCastro Cypress TX 77433-7660

Ann Davidson Chicago IL 60618-1911

Nancy Keiter Harrisburg PA 17112-3207

Wayne Toven Ravenna OH 44266-9383

Judith Hunt Bloomfield CT 06002-1804

Allen Carter Oakland CA 94609-2437

Nancy Dies Merrick NY 11566-2134

Judy Webster Green Valley AZ 85614-1518

Margarita Perez Sylmar CA 91342-2623

John Kalinchok mcadoo PA 18237-1344

Linda Meiberg Philadelphia PA 19147-2420

Michelle Carter San Francisco CA 94110-5439

Judy Ryan Trout Run PA 17771-8309

Pam Miller Tolar TX 76476-6917

Noah Youngelson Los Angeles CA 90066-4134

Cindy Murphy Pensacola FL 32503-5166

Candice Neal Canton MI 48187-2270

R.A. Schumal Lincolnwood IL 60712-1028

Steve Sheehy Klamath Falls OR 97603-8303

Caroline Kane Verona NJ 07044-2231

Doug Allen, III Roswell GA 30076-1348

Clarence Harris Lansing IL 60438-4204

Jeffery McConaughy Bellingham WA 98225-7237

Martin Anisman Buffalo NY 14221-8436

Robin Wintjen Florissant MO 63031-8417

Jennifer Reis Corinth ME 04427-3218

GÃ?nther RÃ?ckl Decatur GA 30032-2842

Teri Sands La Pine OR 97739-2741

Deborah Wiggin Stratham NH 03885-2476

Patric Kearns Sonoma CA 95476-3246

Sandra Jackson Santa Fe NM 87508-8331

Sally Fulton Astoria OR 97103-4137

Thomas Griffith Seagoville TX 75159-1748

Christopher Lepple Maplewood NJ 07040-2317

Dean Webb Seattle WA 98199-1154

Bobbie Daniels Camden SC 29020-8002

Laura Pantazis Astoria NY 11106-2557

Mary Dumont West Chester PA 19380-1754

Carlos Luna New York NY 10038-1864

Patricia Coppes Burlington IA 52601-2218

Lillian Spiess East Quogue NY 11942-4732

Deborah Dean Live Oak FL 32060-6807

Rob Lawrence San Francisco CA 94118-1222

Lauren Wilson St Augustine FL 32084-2234

jill harmer louisville KY 40205

Chris Lord Brentwood NY 11717-3225

Tina Wilson Pahrump NV 89048-5174



Jeffrey Allen Challis ID 83226-1327

Karen Anderson Spring Lake MI 49456-1389

Sarah Mahar Slingerlands NY 12159-3601

Joanne Anderson Escondido CA 92033-0234

Nathan Hetrick Lakewood OH 44107-2313

Jack Branson Sacramento CA 95818-4309

Brett Mitchell Goshen IN 46528-7842

Glen Kappy Albuquerque NM 87106

Ann Bicking Richmond VA 23236-2297

Dave Kuether River Falls WI 54022-0205

Ann Basile Bridgewter NJ 08807-1826

Jeanne Fox-Friedman New York NY 10024-1221

Leonardo Nunez Lompoc CA 93436-1707

Debra Vaughn Sonoma CA 95476-4438

Vera Jarrett Columbia SC 29223-3054

Joan Agro Blauvelt NY 10962-1210

Patrick Maloney Chicago IL 60657-6778

Katherine Valdez Pomona CA 91767-4028

Charlie Burns Norwalk CT 06850-3323

Dipali Nagar West Windsor NJ 08550-3213

Nancy Milewski Pembroke Pines FL 33024-6613

Lynde Wooster Lakewood CO 80232-6472

Rita McKissick San Jose CA 95132-2202

Heather Maxwell Springfield VA 22152-1166

Jery Mullins Marysville WA 98270-3835

Patricia McNally Spring Hill FL 34606-6931

Edward North Palo Alto CA 94301-3937

Jeanmarie Belcastro Floral Park NY 11001-2640

Tami Strong Tucson AZ 85718-4575

Charles Spiroff Harrisburg PA 17112-8564

Robin Nadel Branford CT 06405-1355

Jan Stark Westminster CA 92683-5831

Laura Ramon niceville,fl FL 32578-9787

Karen Gaylin Concord MA 01742-3719

Marc Imlay Bryans Road MD 20616-3256

Laura Alleman Quincy FL 32351-6146

Lisa Hunkler Merrick NY 11566-4834

Kathryn McKinney Huntsville AL 35811-8552

Jackie Tryggeseth North Freedom WI 53951-9799

Elizabeth Watts Boynton Beach FL 33435-8904

Lenore Greenberg Brooklyn NY 11201-6279

Brant Kotch Houston TX 77024-4903

Mary Bissell Rio Rancho NM 87124-1567

Rick Sparks Toluca Lake CA 91602-1002

Carole Mehl Kansas City MO 64113-1210

Richard Rothstein Bradenton FL 34202-2276

Barbara Skinner Kingsville ON N9Y 2V7

Patricia Lasek BARNEVELD NY 13304-0056

John Viacrucis Moorhead MN 56560-5225

Thomas Knecht Nipomo CA 93444-9515

Bobby Ray Lexington KY 40517-1309

Dawn Florio North Royalton OH 44133-2074

Mireille Thibeault moncton NB e1c8z1

Christina Babst West Hollywood CA 90069-5525



Nicola Nicolai Chester Sprgs PA 19425-3890

Evelyn Coltman Waynesville NC 28786-7508

Joni Mulder Venice FL 34293-4246

Donna Campbell Orland Park IL 60467-7406

Ilene Kazak Brighton MI 48116-8212

Melinda Ford Houston TX 77005-1702

Maria Caturay Millbrae CA 94030-2561

Delia Gordon Katy TX 77493-2776

Joan Hughes Minneapolis MN 55416-2905

Dana Herold hustisford WI 53034-9772

Ellis Coleman Kennett Square PA 19348-2643

Suzanne Cerniglia Lake Worth FL 33460-2636

Wendy Fischer Burtonsville MD 20866-1831

eleanor dunkavich Meriden CT 06451-2031

Karyon Owen Great Cacapon WV 25422-0434

Katherine Zywan Baltimore MD 21211-2224

Chihuahua Schombel Nienburg DE 31582

Patrick DAnnunzio The Villages, FL FL 32162-2334

James Mulcare Clarkston WA 99403-2576

Pete Klosterman New York NY 10025-8209

Kevin McCollough Bourbon IN 46504-9520

Cliff Long Albemarle NC 28001-2923

Ilya Turov Moreno Valley CA 92555-2550

Susan Fong Las Vegas NV 89102-6118

Kiri Talbot Kimberley BC V1A 1T8

Cynthia Putt. Poulsbo WA 98370-8507

Bernt Johansson Keene NH 03431-4167

Catherine Jubb Burra None 2620

Dorothy Loughton Glenelg South None 5045

Patricia Nazzaro Union KY 41091-9086

Jeff Levicke Valley Village CA 91607-1612

Frances Bell St Paul MN 55104-6016

Marissa Flores Colorado Spgs CO 80907-3651

V.G. Heart Toronto ON M8V 1S2

Jane Leavitt Seattle WA 98144-6214

Kelly Hurlbut Flagstaff AZ 86001-3310

George Mu Toronto ON M2N 2G2

Jaime Filipek Pittsburgh PA 15214-1833

Sheila Ronning Canton MI 48187-3962

Trisha Rollings Palm Coast FL 32164-7770

Linda Boyd Perth Western Australia CT 6027

Jackie LaCasse Gt Falls MT 59404-1237

Karen Gagnon Lindsay ON K9V 4B2

Leah Jones Reno NV 89509-3731

Michelle Franich Huntley IL 60142-6414

J. Scott Toronto ON M6S2

Daniel Dowdle San Diego CA 92103-4202

Ronda Snider Gig Harbor WA 98329-5131

Christine Montney Hudson MI 49247-9753

John Reckleff Raleigh NC 27612-6147

Mary Chase Louisville KY 40208-2303

Diana Van Ormer San Diego CA 92128-6251

Robert Mahutga Eagle Bend MN 56446-1060

Timothy Davis Garden Grove CA 92845-2736



Fayten El-Dehaibi Pittsburgh PA 15217-2833

Craig Fedor Greensboro NC 27408-8017

M Young New Haven CT 6511

Berenice Cedillo Pasadena TX 77504-3601

Anna Ferrante Forestville CA 95436-1631

Natalie Velechovsky Las Vegas NV 89108-5469

Robert Blanchard Williamston MI 48895-9352

Linda McDougal Barhamsville VA 23011-0216

Dana DeWolf Bryn Mawr PA 19010-3419

Laura Muñoz Bogota None 11121

Faye Perry Zebulon NC 27597-2213

Shelva Smith Polk Nashville TN 37209-3222

Susan Proietta Philadelphia PA 19111-3423

Sherry Althouse San Gabriel CA 91775-1529

Timothy Post Roeland Park KS 66205-1138

sara hernandez franco Mölndal OH 43149

Melissa Peterson Minneapolis MN 55432-2747

Connie Gardiner Arlington Heights IL 60005-2108

Ivy Ho San Francisco CA 94121-2479

Deirdre Riley Cohasset MA 02025-1917

Lilla Brian Oakland CA 94609-1626

Debbie McMannis Asheville NC 28815-1252

alex Fenwick Fort Pierce FL 34948-4117

Katrin Rosinski Roseville MI 48066-1610

Kathy Tobey Nashville TN 37215-1318

Mary Oconnell Deerfield NH 03037-1626

Karris Grumm seattle WA 98118-5509

Michael Patterson Tobyhanna PA 18466-3617

Louise Stark Phoenix AZ 85007-1735

Charlie Johnson Chico CA 95928-6619

Anita O' Connor Grand Rapids MI 49508-5510

Victor Sella Oakland CA 94605-4010

Floyd Dameron Midvale UT 84047-4478

Mary Gathman Wheaton IL 60187-3341

Dale McCall Dollard Des Ormeaux QC H9H 1Z6

Anna Dahlberg Raglan None 3296

Randi Graham Wasaga Beach ON L9Z 1C2

Sandra Ingelse Loves Park IL 61111-4123

William Miller What Cheer IA 50268-8556

Kay Kiene Cedar Falls IA 50613-7926

Catherine Blackburn Montrose MN 55363-0248

John Webster Lexington KY 40517-4241

Denice Cornell Oakland Gardens NY 11364-2735

Marissa Allen Maple Grove MN 55311-4137

Siti Arafah Tangerang None 15121

Leslie Michetti Fort Lee NJ 07024-5646

Serena Van Buskirk Pittsburgh PA 15208-2717

Noemi Vazquez San Diego CA 92101-8954

Mary Moran Wilmington DE 19807-2105

Brandy Fontenot Colorado Springs CO 80921-3271

Urszula Lund Oslo, Norway None 1251

Carrie Moss ROSWELL GA 30075-2812

Elisabeth Giethlen Boisbriand QC J7G 2E1

Sherri Fryer Clymer PA 15728-1044



Laura Zerr Auburn WA 98092-9289

sandra cohen Cambridge MA 02139-4832

Melinda McCoy Portland OR 97239-2811

Victoria O'Grady Longmont CO 80504-3274

Robin Stauffer Oatman AZ 86433-0904

Kathy O'Brien Redway CA 95560

Maureen McCullough Minneapolis MN 55404-1911

Elizabeth Scott Virginia Beach VA 23462-4023

Donna Andrews Grants Pass OR 97526-7737

Renata Baziliauskas La Grange IL 60525-4435

Jenne Sindoni wilmington MA 01887-4700

Rene Johnson Sparks NV 89436-8743

Andrea Ferguson Granby MA 01033-9797

Nancy Paskowitz Oakland CA 94609-1746

Raymond Derrickson Raleigh NC 27604-2523

Jim Scott Arroyo Hondo NM 87513-0494

Joan Velvick Westminster CA 92683-7647

Susan Dobbelaere Overland Park KS 66223-7968

Deirdre Downey Fairbanks AK 99701-4853

Richard Petryk Ft Lauderdale FL 33301-3424

Gail Cooper Pine Bluff AR 71603-8905

Susan North New York NY 10001-4722

Ashley Yonker Kalamazoo MI 49006-2141

Lucia Rodriguez MONTERREY MO 64830

Nina Fisher Pittsburgh PA 15232-2113

Rita Hogan Elmwood TN 38560-4166

Joan Kyler Lancaster PA 17603-2417

Scott Dinsmore Rotonda West FL 33947-2539

Barbara Hynak Arlington VA 22204-2105

Jb Brockman Boulder CO 80304-0963

Davinia Hernandez Gomez Santa Cruz de Tenerife MS 38730

Angela Roquemore Belleville IL 62220-2678

Jean Hopkins Charlotte NC 28226-3824

Robert Brandes San Francisco CA 94102-3256

Susan Johnson Hyde Park UT 84318-3235

Laura Sabella Orland Park IL 60462-2543

Joseph Corbett Chepachet RI 02814-0532

Concepcion Keenan Tucson AZ 85701-2400

Judith Wiseman Aiken SC 29803-2822

Thomas Libbey Seattle WA 98122-3916

DEvang Dhaka Atlanta GA 30319-2687

Ann Bethune Portland OR 97219-5108

Julie Munoz Tucson AZ 85710-6814

Susan Green Avon CT 06001-3249

Terry Vollmer Saint Louis MO 63143-2303

James Jackson Bailey CO 80421-2358

Kimberly Thompson Emeryville CA 94608-1047

Joni Bramlett Fort Rock OR 97735-0129

Deimile Mockus Los Angeles CA 90004-3837

Amy Moreno Porterville CA 93257-3006

johanna cintronq East Hartford CT 06108-2124

Nancy Baaske Cross Jct VA 22625-1928

Eric Sonnenschein Washington DC 20009-4080

Raffaella Pippa Philadelphia PA 19130-4267



Rocco Frangione buffalo NY 14212-1369

Iris López Gurabo PR 00778-5087

Richard Firth Mechanicsville VA 23116-4005

Kenneth Porter Tucson AZ 85713-4401

Judy Gerlock Tucson AZ 85704-7832

Kimberly Wick Buxton OR 97109-9507

Judy Price West Valley City UT 84128-2450

Beverly Root Longboat Key FL 34228-1618

Kristin Rall Stafford TX 77497-0238

Sharon Dudelson Newton MA 02459-3701

Elizabeth Chao Lawrence KS 66047-3808

Susan Habecker Lebanon PA 17042-6812

Kevin Wiker Phoenixville PA 19460-4804

Rose Schlecker South San Francisco CA 94080-4007

Silvia De Los Santos Seabeck WA 98380-9449

Damian Wilson Moe None 3825

Eleanor Cook Northampton MA 01060-3613

Susan Emerson El Cajon CA 92021-2577

Ashley Partridge Erie PA 16506-1432

Tom Atha Alhambra CA 91801-3278

Hilary Lindsay Beauly None IV4 7NB

Wayne Andrews Castle Rock CO 80104-2277

Romani Bays Schenectady NY 12345-0001

Chanda Farley Canton NC 28716-4005

Barbara Casey Freeport IL 61032-4909

Carolyn Simon Cedar Rapids IA 52402-6360

Donna Kuge San Diego CA 92123-3507

David Crawford Louisville KY 40207-3671

Ellen McNeirney Bethesda MD 20814-4503

Brad Yoho Ashburn VA 20148-8094

Rogrick Gleason Savannah GA 31405-9454

RW Marzulla Greenwich CT 06831-5126

David Nappi Denton TX 76201-1812

Alan Haggard San Diego CA 92105-5104

Dianora Niccolini New York NY 10075-1071

Cristina Diamantini Cologny None CH-1223

Yael Shimshon Jerusalem None 0

Jennifer Keys Ashburn VA 20147-7793

Erasmo Joseph Furiati Barquisimeto-Lara None 3001

Stephanie Strickland Dorval QC H9S 0A6

Martin Stradling Burlington ON L7M 1M1

Douglas Myers Peoria AZ 85383-4854

Steve Podgorski Island Lake IL 60042-8470

Susan Mitruk Port Colborne, ON NY 10021

Christine Aurilia Sayreville NJ 08872-1303

Marilyn Logan Shawnee Mission KS 66208-2035

Janet Forman New York NY 10011-1514

Tayira Mora Black San Pedro None 2100

Roci Freeman OAKVILLE ON L6L 3C9

Rhenda Price Mount Vernon IL 62864-7689

William Rachels Appling GA 30802-0002

Amanda Olson San Diego CA 92107-3254

Nancy Godwin Tucson AZ 85748-8223

Charlotte Reichert Casa Grande AZ 85193-9475



Nadine Godwin New York NY 10075-1243

Barbara Luhmann Dumont NJ 07628-2635

Shannon Montoya Rohnert Park CA 94928-2308

Carolyn Mehonoshen Cootharaba None 4565

Oleg Varanitsa Redmond WA 98052-4063

Tracy Morics Eagan MN 55122-2155

Matt Brzezinski Scs MI 48081-1511

Graham Ellis Wyckoff NJ 07481-3172

Paula Plasky Greenfield WI 53228-2463

Linda Szurley Muskegon MI 49441-3325

Claudia Juliano Sassari AS 7100

Saskia Schoukens Sosua None 57000

Patrizia Govanella Comano Terme (Tn) TN 38077

Clara Rincon Orlando FL 32801-3372

Alvena Pauls Abbotsford BC V2T 5X6

Steven Brown Concord NC 28027-7546

Heidi Handsaker Billings MT 59102-3350

Kathy Barnett Newport TN 37821-6142

Misha Curtis El Paso TX 79925-7730

Francine Lipka Keansburg NJ 07734-1153

Michael Gocinski Memphis TN 38133-5207

Tish G Rolling Meadows IL 60008-1664

Nancy Smith San Diego CA 92106-2743

Pamela Morris Calexico CA 92232-9011

Gary Zahler North Canton OH 44720-8108

Kathy Jackson Santa Fe NM 87507

Peter Kahigian Haverhill MA 01832-1288

Lindsay Pugh Disputanta VA 23842-6803

James Greene Livermore CA 94550-5735

Cherie Townsend Crestwood KY 40014-9178

Tammy Bobbitt New Prt Rchy FL 34652-3114

Sue Dinehart Fulton NY 13069-4450

Bianca Tenneriello Jackson NJ 08527-4570

Roland Bernbeck Grosse Pointe Park MI 48230-1116

Ms Lilith Ventura CA 93003-4929

Walter Erhorn Spring Valley CA 91979-1843

Deborah Wilker Mentor OH 44060-6486

Janet Mura Rio Rancho NM 87124-1882

M. v. BR Albuquerque NM 87103-0331

Vida Noble Bandon OR 97411-6318

Jean Chagnon Montréal VA 24210

Kay Labo Sydney None 2135

Lisa Maccaro Four Oaks NC 27524-9009

Jerri Hildebrand Sacramento CA 95821-5042

Richard Romer Riegelsville PA 18077-7011

Kim Zwicker Lynn MA 01902-4448

Lorren James Aurora CO 80016-6123

Linda Fante Ventnor NJ 08406-1603

Don Perkins Brookville OH 45309-9447

Robin Arthur SAN DIEGO CA 92107-3104

Kurt Speidel San Clemente CA 92673-2717

Anita Frost Castaic CA 91384-2439

Sam Hay Morganton NC 28655-9091

Gail Tanner Lakewood OH 44107-1024



Karen Mathes Fresno CA 93710-7505

Caroline Allen Sammamish WA 98074-7038

Roy Derus Northville MI 48167-1791

Tamara Aa South Bend IN 46614-5485

Barbara Socarraz Homestead FL 33031-1901

Jacqueline Marciano Burlington CT 06013-1432

Marcia Pitroski Supply NC 28462-2506

Mariana Varela Bogota None 110231

Kai Schleif Moormerland WV 26802

Tina Rogers Harvest AL 35749-7577

Marsha Schaub Naples FL 34113-8327

Jasmine Adams Aurora CO 80012-2467

Marti Nerenstone Council Bluffs IA 51503-0827

Susan Civitelli Wallingford CT 06492-2833

Marie Maciel Bridgewater NJ 08807-2734

Elizabeth Hegarty Brooklyn NY 11225-4078

Susan Hahn Loveland CO 80537-9483

Anna Marina Iossifides Jenkintown PA 19046-2419

Donye Sacco LA CA 90001-1623

Carol Goslant Cambridge MA 02138-1969

Felena Puentes Bakersfield CA 93312-5145

Penny Anstey Johannesburg None 21960

Sandra Burri Hunenberg None 6331

Kathy Collins Saint Augustine FL 32092-3447

Paul Procenko Markham ON L3P 3Y7

Kelly DeChristopher Scituate MA 02066-1920

Anne Kaufmann Richmond HIll ON L4C 5W1

Brenda Vaughn Gray GA 31032-4911

Leanne Yanitski Beaumont AK 99501

Gerold Kubitschek vienna None a-1150

Katia Lammchen Folkestone None CT203FH

Robert Skappel Daceyville IL 62018

Sandra Colmenero Mexico city NY 14643

Carole Jackson WARBURTON None 3799

Megan Ryan Chateauguay NY 12901

Bernardo Alayza Mujica Sioux City IA 51103-4950

Anny Velde Oudega None 9216WL

Pamela Robinson Clearwater FL 33756-2077

Mary Ann Stanislowsky Jonesborough TN 37659-5550

Patricia Morales monterrey, nl, mexico None 64440

Mary Lyda Cave Junction OR 97523-1928

Brenda Frey West Seneca NY 14224-3139

Carlene Sidel Long Beach MS 39560-5733

Marianna Ryan Streamwood IL 60107-6815

Caroline Struck Osnabruck IA 49086

Liz Nedeff Renton WA 98058-9204

June Jackson Holywell None 599259811

Karen Koller Elmhurst IL 60126-4738

Samantha Santillo Cleveland OH 44111-4856

Roberta Noel Grants Pass OR 97527-7437

Khai Hang Baldwin Park CA 91706-1437

Christina Rossi Trumbull CT 06611-4117

Jamie Greer West Orange NJ 07052-4846

David Jackson Battle Creek MI 49014-8525



Julie Buxton Roanoke VA 24012-6784

Stefon Lira Salisbury NC 28144-4209

Veronica Renteria Chicago IL 60647-2327

Amy Steege Minneapolis MN 55438-1443

Joanne Beeson Blaine WA 98230-5110

Abigail Villodas Cave Creek AZ 85331-6000

Deirdre Marangi Midland Park NJ 07432-1846

C. Hall Santa Fe NM 87505-2884

Bruce Frana Cedar Rapids IA 52403-1431

Jan Yagodzinski Green Bay WI 54304-3906

Joshua Heffron Nyc NY 10028-0418

Ila Singh dgdf GA 42312-0077

Kenneth Bickel Pittsburgh PA 15227-3921

Elinor Osborn Craftsbury Common VT 05827-9817

Michael Stella Key West FL 33040-6820

daniel smith South Lyon MI 48178

Kylara Hunter Donna TX 78537-9502

Brenda Crazybull Kuna ID 83634-3510

Elizabeth Ishmael Eden Prairie MN 55344-4090

Nina Minsky Allyn WA 98524-9724

Stephen Jacobs Los Angeles CA 90028-7808

Alexis Lass Michigan City IN 46360-9121

Wes Allen Calgary IA 52647

Colleen Humphries Edgewood MD 21040-2720

Ronald Brown Longmont CO 80501-5504

Peggy Schultz Pittsford MI 49271-9539

Kelly Sime St. Louis MO 63126

David Swatowy Yonkers NY 10704-2233

Susan Richards Bluffton SC 29910-5707

Donna Gensler Pittsburgh PA 15206-1140

Chris Reed Canton TX 75103-3203

Richard Ream Sanibel FL 33957-5200

Nancy Loftin Toledo OH 43610-1435

John & Nora Winn Saddle River NJ 07458-3006

Barbara Wojciak Harpersville AL 35078-5001

Margaret Meinert Lexington SC 29072-7425

Sudeshna Ghosh Calcutta LA 70002

Kelly OBrien Phoenix AZ 85032-4939

Mary Tarallo Demotte IN 46310-9492

Marianne Kai Sherman Oaks CA 91403-5041

Lucinda Murphy Baltimore MD 21214-2607

Barbara Wadkins Malibu CA 90265-5041

Dogan Ozkan fairbanks AK 99701

Madeleine Hamilton Johannesburg None 2195

Paula Caraveo Pasadena TX 77502-1619

Frances Blythe Dixon CA 95620-2464

Lin Westler Peoria IL 61604-1638

David Henning Marshfield WI 54449-9653

Susan Kilgore Lummi Island WA 98262-8707

Adair Delamater Bath ME 04530-2823

Catherine Tully Surprise AZ 85374-1812

Dwight Bodycott New York NY 10014-7211

Steven Wong Cupertino CA 95014-3015

Neal Umphred Redmond WA 98052-3381



Sam Dornan Franklin TN 37064

Tracy Kanno Cranston RI 02910-1401

Jennifer Kain Fuquay Varina NC 27526-5709

John McMillan Omaha NE 68116-8500

Don Thompson Cambridge MA 02139-3783

joshua pucci richmond VA 23223-5154

Dirk Rogers Wichita Falls TX 76301-7924

Will Sloan Destin FL 32541-3106

Paul Densmore Richfield MN 55423-1304

Nancy Bukowksi Carmichael CA 95608-5655

James Adams St Petersburg FL 33704-4624

Ann McGill Brunswick OH 44212-4071

Taryn Gormley Southport NC 28461-9238

Heather Cooper Eaton OH 45320-1254

Jerry Napombhe Irvine CA 92620-2524

Judy Adomavich Kyle TX 78640-8005

Jennifer Arney Milton FL 32570-3244

Maxine Kopel Cincinnati OH 45242-4853

Sandra Smallwoodbeltran Miami FL 33133-2307

Shoshana Serxner Raleigh NC 27607-4154

Anthony Colangeli Flushing NY 11365-3215

Kathy Kearns Glen Cove NY 11542-1802

Sue Gort New River AZ 85087-8163

Robert Heller Nashville TN 37205-3063

Wainani Macaulay Tucson AZ 85718-2332

Anne Kazlauskas Arlington MA 02474-2722

Patti Mckinley Chicago IL 60611-3302

Doreen Gruchawka San Antonio TX 78217-4674

Paul Maguire Liverpool None l108j

Marie Driscoll Lee's Summit, MO MO 64081-2316

Dita Baranek New Castle CO 81647-8437

Marilyn Russell Livermore CA 94550-9734

John Frazier Encinitas CA 92024-4727

Betty Smisek st paul MN 55118-4049

Karen Kaser-Odor Concord NC 28025

Kathyrn Mergener Hartford WI 53027-9464

Girard Castine Egg Harbor City NJ 08215-4020

Arlen Tucker Duluth GA 30096-1721

Nan Matthews Pacifica CA 94044-2407

Becki Welsh Houston TX 77059-4701

Theodora Jenkins Stillwater OK 74076-0654

Barbara Brockell Easley SC 29640-7008

Sandra McLuckie Fort Collins CO 80526-3107

The Susang-Talamo Family Export PA 15632-9349

Cynthia Cardenas Rialto CA 92376-8325

Michelle Anderson Liverpool NY 13088-6251

Susan Kutz Las Cruces NM 88012-7629

Christopher Scheller Indianapolis IN 46205-2685

Walter Brown Roseville CA 95661-4806

Marce Walsh Houston TX 77066-2510

Rolf Friis Louisville KY 40218-1645

Crystal Arp Columbia SC 29210-7400

Alice Markey Petal MS 39465-9605

Sandi Arends Shelbyville MI 49344-9680



Brenda Carter San Diego CA 92103-3710

Jerri Love Lancaster OH 43130-4416

Pamela Diesel Rockwood PA 15557-7736

Thania Gonzalez Palmdale CA 93552-3969

Rebecca Erickson Ashland MO 65010-0496

Elyse Sternberg Marlton NJ 08053-2901

Bruce Bryan lancaster CA 93536-9036

David Talleagle Brady TX 76825

Elise Kline Manhasset NY 11030-1451

Alice Moore Rindge NH 03461-5013

Robert Franklin Lesterville MO 63654-8841

Rika Ishii-Price Half Moon Bay CA 94019-1403

D Brown Bedford TX 76022-7750

Tony Moureilles Plymouth MA 02360-3913

Natalie Calcagni Boxborough MA 01719-1917

Tiffany Ehnes Advance NC 27006-6710

Lauren Becker Naples FL 34119-1314

Arlene Zuckerman Forest Hills NY 11375-5476

Karlene Gunter Rochester NY 14618-4861

Deborah Fexis Nottingham NH 03290-4929

Carri Woolsey Santa Rosa CA 95409-5317

Pam Rensch Saint Helens OR 97051-2933

Paul Sauer Delaware OH 43015-8926

Janie Mathews Mobile AL 36609

John Ward Anamosa IA 52205-7784

Marie Hemann West Ossipee NH 03890-0598

Becki Leigh New York NY 10128-7850

John Grossenbacher Bradenton FL 34212-3070

Matthew Boguske Redmond WA 98052-3495

Renee Woodman Colorado Springs CO 80909-1524

Jon Singleton New York NY 10118

Cynthia Humphrey-hart Oak Harbor WA 98277-4816

Erica Munn Hollywood CA 90028-8804

Debra Combs Decatur GA 30033-4923

Maria Cardenas Azusa CA 91702-3666

Richard Firmin Zanesfield OH 43360-0238

Jon & Natalie De Boer Richmond VA 23229-6337

Mary Zack worthington OH 430853219

Jhen Kobran Kodak TN 37764-2206

Emma Price Corpus Christi TX 78404-1708

Kathryn Lemoine West Monroe LA 71291-5373

Jonny Butler Hacienda Heights CA 91745-5637

Pete Lesinski Fort Gratiot MI 48059-2815

Nate Carpenter Grand Rapids MI 49505-6325

Alexandra McCardell Marmora NJ 08223-1262

Barbara Fletcher Dallas TX 75228-3647

James Smith Hudson MA 01749-3300

Douglas Rivalsi Fayetteville GA 30214-3440

Lynn Richardson Pinellas Park FL 33782-5801

Lane King Grants Pass OR 97526-8828

June Balish Brooklyn NY 11230-1805

Mark Grassman Evansville IN 47711-3430

Beth Kessinger Sunrise FL 33322-3807

Rena Zaman-Zade Escondido CA 92027-3408



Melissa Gaskins Tallahassee FL 32311-8585

Anne Flanz Glen Ellyn IL 60137-3811

Ken Klemke Bend OR 97702-2530

Karia Guzman New Rochelle NY 10801-2016

Howard Galoff Waukesha WI 53186-2501

Pippa Pearthree Brooklyn NY 11218-2600

John Pavela Corona CA 92882-7977

LeeAnn Chastain Eastsound WA 98245-8533

Kathleen Lee Lacey WA 98503-2164

Ann Wasgatt Roseville CA 95678-1702

Robert Berend Fresno CA 93726-4439

Rebecca Straw St Petersburg, FL 33712-5242

Elizabeth Cronin Brooklyn NY 11229-2948

Lauren Bloom Edgewater MD 21037-4904

Melody Gray Fort Lupton CO 80621-4312

Bonnie McShane Newtown Sq PA 19073-2133

Erica Hummel Huntington Beach CA 92647-7174

Jim Marsden Maplewood MN 55109-4843

Elizabeth Melo Orlando FL 32824-6624

Donna Anderson Mpls MN 55305-5403

Stacey Mendes Hyannis MA 02601-7305

Warren Flemmer Jensen Beach FL 34958-0608

Tim Patton Naples ID 83847-0303

Greg Weber Arlington WA 98223-6829

Patricia Emanuel Panama City, FL 32405-4611

Mark Piasecki Spring City PA 19475-2402

Elak Swindell Waynesboro GA 30830-1240

Paul Sauk West Grove PA 19390-9543

Leslie Engelmeier Wexford PA 15090-7954

Kimberly Paslay Decatur IL 62521-8886

Elizabeth Lengel Anacortes WA 98221-8783

Jeff Miller Westcliffe CO 81252-8751

Matt Kroner Quincy IL 62305-8893

Donna Durfee Charlotte NC 28210-3816

Connie Burris Springfield IL 62702-1003

Debbie Smith Portland OR 97267-2955

Michaela Estes Foundryville PA 18603-6235

Carolina Villegas Orlando FL 32837-8113

Aimee Williams Albuquerque NM 87105-5925

Gordon Cook Bakersfield CA 93309-0809

Gayla Cremin Collinsville OK 74021-6427

Laurie Leland Kailua HI 96734-1944

Douglas McMillan Ocala FL 34476-8911

Pamela Bautista Atizapán None 52945

Dorothy Henry Houston TX 77282-0047

Sarah Robbins Grand Junction CO 81507-2581

Bonnie Mandel North Myrtle Beach SC 29582-6170

Glenda Logan Houston TX 77071-3225

Maryse Bacri Strasbourg WY 67200

Kimberly Pettit Moab UT 84532-2818

Dino Bastos Brielle NJ 08730-1472

Carol Gordon Los Angeles CA 90027-1118

Carole Williams Morgantown WV 26505-3065

Debra Zwirtz Tucson AZ 85719-2732



William Wollner Stockton CA 95202-1512

Ethan Roush Amanda OH 43102-9357

Elizabeth Franz Brooklyn NY 11215-3602

Kirsten Stasney Duluth MN 55811-5915

Raymond Marshall Foresthill CA 95631-9201

Jessica Card Buford GA 30518-8785

Richard McAnulty Charlotte NC 28226-1116

Rebecca Canright Asbury NJ 08802-2106

Nic Duong Aliso CA 92656-1305

Steven Long Snow Camp NC 27349-9694

Irini Dieringer Parker CO 80134-1500

Philomena Easley Fairless Hills PA 19030-3819

Michael Waters seonda AZ 86336-5619

Trish Cigary Tempe AZ 85284-1748

Pamela Elders Laupahoehoe HI 96764-0371

Jan Zollars Asheville NC 28806-2163

Lynn Caron Palmetto Bay FL 33158-1078

Paul Kittelson Buffalo Grove IL 60089-4685

Amanda Rowland Langley KY 41645-6525

Linda Stevens Kankakee IL 60901-5353

Marsha Rubin Naples FL 34108-3219

Alex Nicole Santa Monica CA 90404-1826

Patricia Lamb Sparks NV 89436-2513

Denise Sterling Minnetonka MN 55305-5012

June Yamada Westminster CA 92683-4018

Honest Injun Joe Kalamazoo MI 49009-8547

Dianna Ruggiero San Diego CA 92120-4629

John Glebs Saint Louis MO 63116-3006

Lois Nottingham Prescott AZ 86301-6561

Deb Stackhouse Richmond VA 23228-4054

Euripides Toro Los Angeles CA 90041-3420

Nancy Treffry Aromas CA 95004-9732

Rosanne Anderson Cheney WA 99004-9672

Gail Noon Ringgold GA 30736-7200

George Hurst Westfield NJ 07090-1666

Barry Farley Baltimore MD 21211-3206

DONNA GRIFFITH STRONGSVILLE OH 44136-5423

Merle Rosenzweig Ann Arbor MI 48104-4710

Cooley Myra Clearwater FL 33761-1807

Peter Straus Old Lyme, CT CT 06371-1504

Beverly Arnold Blair Elk Grove CA 95624-4204

Patricia Petro Arlington VA 22205-2019

M Lopez Yonkers NY 10701-1946

Marion Gerrish Kalispell MT 59901-3709

Sandra Resner Greensboro NC 27409-9014

Randy Martin Clatskanie OR 97016-2150

Sheila Wentzel Washington MI 48094-3728

arif khan montpelier VT 05602-9409

Marilyn Clark Williamsburg VA 23188-9216

Francine Lane Amagansett NY 11930-1052

Christine Anderson Warren MI 48088-3166

Diann Weinman Urbandale IA 50323-2187

Barbara Andrew Princeton NJ 08540-7417

Wendy Brown Arvada CO 80004-2195



Maria Mutter Livonia MI 48154-5109

Ruthie Selch Erie CO 80516-6504

Joan Stelter Yorkville IL 60560-9604

Michele Paxson East Meadow NY 11554-4250

Gary Pudvan Belding MI 48809-9375

Tara Williams Lakewood OH 44107-6152

Jan Lowrey Hallsville MO 65255-9452

Laura Rose-Fortmueller Ocoee FL 34761-4616

Suzanne Rocca-Butler Menlo Park CA 94025-6749

Donna Grace Gulfport FL 33707-5031

Mary Jones Carson city NV 89701-6490

Kelly Eaves Loganville GA 30052-3925

Christine Olmstead Edinburg NY 12134-5320

Scott Roberts Simi Valley CA 93065-2908

Jon Hayenga Stewartville MN 55976-1135

Christina Scott niagara falls NY 14305-3046

Lisa Isley Mill Valley CA 94941-2718

Elise Margulis Livingston NJ 07039-3621

Alex Nichols Anchorage AK 99502-2052

Tatiana Medina Miami FL 33122-1726

Maureen Schriber Prince Frederick MD 20678-3134

Lola Cuadrado New Orleans LA 70122-1673

Nydia Aragon Cary NC 27513-5308

Jesse Wyatt Norman OK 73071-3227

Karla Everett Vancouver WA 98682-7146

Jennifer Sutton Phelps NY 14532-9315

Trish Brouwer Johnston RI 02919-2925

Diane Dillabough New Hartford NY 13413-5144

Tara Kerr South Boston VA 24592-6983

Annette Barroso Oakland CA 94605-3538

Diane Poole Marion IN 46952-8640

Nina S Portage MI 49024-7001

Tara Santi Mountain View CA 94041-1924

Tracy Morris San Rafael CA 94903-3048

Amy Boyer Stony Point NC 28678-9002

Sylvia Cheng hong kong None 852

Kait Donlon Cohasset MA 02025-1014

Myra Dewhurst Nokomis FL 34275-3330

Roger Cyr Petoskey MI 49770-9625

Patricia Connors Palmer MA 01069-1179

Helen Goodspeed White Plains NY 10601-1200

Christopher Bonica Brooklyn NY 11209-5638

ReNae Nowicki Spring Hill FL 34610-7014

Joyce white Stoneham ME 04231-3012

Katherine Dander Boston MA 02114-2343

Barbara Ecton Front Royal VA 22630-5139

Katherine Kubacki Antigo WI 54409-2652

Jennifer Purvis Chevy Chase MD 20815-3034

Linda and Ralph Cornwell Silver Spring MD 20904-6208

Carolyn Ryan Saint Louis MO 63146-4415

Wendy Hoofnagle Cedar Falls IA 50613-2339

Aileen Thomas Lake Oswego OR 97035-8828

Pam Caprio New Hope PA 18938-1702

Jessica Solis Duarte CA 91010-3731



Jill Mistretta Kentfield CA 94904-1572

Marilyn Jenseb Huntington Beach CA 92646-7530

Nancy Hauer Saint Paul MN 55110-5820

Smiljka Cubelic South Bend IN 46615-1009

Eliana Gianfelice-Wendt Batavia IL 60510-2720

Robin Kory Key West FL 33040-7575

Susan Hindman DURHAM NC 27705-1580

Paula Bonnell Scottsdale AZ 85255-8228

Jolene Vadillo San Marcos CA 92069-1114

Nancy Meyer San Antonio TX 78230-1604

Susan Smith Angola IN 46703-9479

Joe Berning Cincinnati OH 45231-5824

Belinda Lock Adelaide PW 50000

Gwendolyn Kent Mullica Hill NJ 08062-2654

Nicholas Marton Cherry Hill NJ 08002-1044

Randi Byron Avon CT 06001-3135

Carol Rodarte Wilson Englewood CO 80110-1832

Dana Trager Reston VA 20191-2371

Julee Mead Rochester MN 55901-8460

Laney Roberts Auburn AL 36830-5020

Tara Kapoor New York NY 10034-0734

Mary Mastrone Blackwood NJ 08012-4908

Elias Shabot new york NY 10017-1548

Lisa Mastalier Sterling Heights MI 48313-3604

Alana Marchetti Pittsburgh PA 15222-2003

Michele Shipp Gaithersburg MD 20877-3429

Barbara McArthur Lakewood NJ 08701-6692

Rachael Johnson Glendora CA 91741-2873

Mary Zamagni Valley Springs CA 95252-9232

Heather Stein Portland OR 97211-5550

Mandy Alden Cambridg Spgs PA 16403-7157

Richard Engle Winnetka CA 91306-4319

Andrea Gruszecki Renton WA 98057-5803

Lynn Simpson Afton OK 74331-3073

Valerie Justus-Rusconi Watsonville CA 95076-0129

Barbara Ganey La Grange IL 60525-6408

Gabriela Ramirez San Diego CA 92108

Melissa Paige New York NY 10016-0223

T.H. Worden Eugene OR 97405-2131

Jane McGraw San Bernardino CA 92404-1761

Margaret Damico La Jolla CA 92037-7648

Caroline Sorstein Weston CT 06883-1830

Darlene Simon Sylmar CA 91342-1488

Stephen Bailey Deming WA 98244-9415

Susan Cox Pickerington OH 43147-7855

Jess Burks Leesburg FL 34748-5224

Nicole Moore Saint Louis Park MN 55426-2509

Gianna Favia Carol stream IL 60188-1709

Jeanine Mielke Columbia MO 65202-7889

Lin Just Colora MD 21917-1174

Julie Acs-Ray Brownstown MI 48174-8501

Janice Parker Toccoa GA 30577-1405

Marcie Fleming Harrisburg PA 17109-6053

James Cotten Mobile AL 36604-1221



Bryan Sabol Vaughn WA 98394-9602

Jannis Conselyea Helena MT 59602-8829

Joan Caiazzo Fresh Meadows NY 11365-3533

Maria Lasorsa Yonkers NY 10710-3709

merce riaza Glendora NJ 8029

ken Gunther Jupiter FL 33478-6204

Linda Murphy Hyattsville MD 20782-2116

Lisa Agelopoulos Canton OH 44709-3101

Amanda Young Lake Forest CA 92630-3729

Leslie Mix Kirkland WA 98083-2456

Joyce Flax Sioux Falls SD 57106-4039

Susan Mangam Tannersville NY 12485-0942

Carol Horn Phoenix AZ 85028-1418

Ellen Osborne Pleasant Garden NC 27313-9701

Jamila Hadjsalem Stafford Springs CT 06076-3023

Kathy Everett Berkeley Springs WV 25411-3758

Michael Harmon Beaumont TX 77707-5454

AMBAR PEREZ Milano Lombardia 20081

Grendel Guinn Adrian MI 49221-3125

Nicole Marble Seattle WA 98115-2603

Leslie Smith Oakland CA 94611-1806

Tirzah Sandoval Broomfield CO 80020-1527

Danika Esden-Tempski EUGENE OR 97405-3228

Katherine Bos Gig Harbor WA 98335-7306

Ronald Johnson Post Falls ID 83854-7036

Annie Wei queensland WV 48700

Bonnie Fletcher St Petersburg FL 33713-4324

Darlene Beauchamp Corpus Christi TX 78414-3972

Therese Fromaigeat Moutier None 2740

Patricia Hall Glendale AZ 85304-3004

Archana Roberts Bonham TX 75418-7922

Rohana Wolf Evanston IL 60201-2770

Michelle Davidson Bedford Hills NY 10507-2323

Joanne Snyder San Diego CA 92123-3619

Sandra Ragan Albuquerque NM 87105-0748

Dave Karrmann Jacksonville FL 32211-4455

Jackie Stolfi Massapequa Park NY 11762-4012

Hortencia Cardenas Fullerton CA 92837-0896

Amy Dombek Glastonbury CT 06033-1134

Rhonda Bast Racine WI 53403-5400

Melissa Reardon Milwaukie OR 97268-1078

Linda Spiegler Boulder CO 80306-4211

Kim DelMonico Myrtle Beach SC 29579-5913

Deborah DeLillo Bernville PA 19506-8991

Susan Ponchot Sunrise FL 33351-5935

Julie Mckeon Lakewood OH 44107-6043

Jeanne Bergen Philmont NY 12565-0478

Ken Vasek Milwaukee WI WI 53212-1701

Dawn Foster Placitas NM 87043-9411

Richard Swain Frisco CO 80443-0450

Robin Harrower Portland OR 97219-7763

Joanne Doherty Simi Valley CA 93065-5455

Barbara Greenberg Radford VA 24141-3220

Kelley Scanlon Syracuse NY 13206-1648



Vincent Fonseca San Antonio TX 78209-6629

JoEllen Rudolph Petoskey MI 49770-9106

Rose Rygiel Half Moon Bay CA 94019-2184

Wanda Graff Canby OR 97013-9725

Carol Quick Farmington NM 87401-5539

Darla Lamoreaux Blaine TN 37709-0152

Susan Paulson Eugene OR 97405-1932

Maureen Porcelli North Bergen NJ 07047-3329

Naomi Heiman Sherman Oaks CA 91423-4363

Cecelia Samp Schiller Park IL 60176-1409

Joyce Seymour San Rafael CA 94901-4188

Diane Good Bellaire MI 49615-9464

Sheila Morway Middleville MI 49333-9264

Mary Barbezat Elgin IL 60124-3141

C Magee Pennington NJ 08534-2129

Karole Moyed Dallas TX 75231-5604

Thelma Stolzenburg Dover NH 03820-4526

Kimberly Hurtt Raleigh NC 27603-8926

N Jackson Palatine IL 60078-0345

Melody Huffman Reynoldsburg OH 43068-1581

Irith Aloni Beer Sheva None 84105

Sheryl Becker Agawam MA 01001-2605

Diana Johnson Chesapeake VA 23321-5315

Debra Kaplan Eustis FL 32726-7813

Martin Barcelo Chicago IL 60618-7013

Victoria DeSarno Fairfield CT 06824-6946

Julie Hukee Grand Junction CO 81503-3234

Kris Dotson Elmhurst IL 60126-2040

Samara Hanson velloo Petaluma CA 94954

Ruth Ulmer Clifton VA 20124-2417

Alexander McDonell Bend OR 97703-5935

Israel Arroyo Mexico City ME 4460

J McDermott Burnaby BC V5H 2J3

Ananthanarayan Ramakrishnan Chennai None 600020

LuAnn Havers Charlotte NC 28273-4791

John Fanai Winnipeg MB R3W 1K1

Robin Millis Pedricktown NJ 08067-3517

Bradley Budnik Skokie IL 60076-1053

Michael Nutini Delray Beach FL 33445-5896

Steffanie Feichter Centreville VA 20120-2890

Mary Walls Jacksonville FL 32218-5220

Patricia Cipolla Haskell NJ 07420-1128

Rosa Garcia El Paso TX 79902-2148

Cheryl Arthur Charlottesville VA 22901-2518

Jeri Hilton Glen Allen VA 23060-2144

Walter Jay Fb FL 32034-

Jo Wiest Largo FL 33771-2349

Arleen Zuniga Guerneville CA 95446-8937

Gerald Kuehn Walled Lake MI 48390-3637

Ronald Clayton COVE CITY NC 28523-9514

Mari Porter Farmington MO 63640-2424

Jamie Reifman Chicago IL 60660-3192

Sandy Cameron Hollywood CA 90028-4362

Michaela Batstone Portland ME 04102-5100



Melissa Haertel Bronx NY 10465-3537

Mark Irving Amesbury MA 01913-0002

James Sliger Houston TX 77065-4048

Staci Tefertiller Las Vegas NV 89130-3132

J. Sramek Duluth MN 55811-3914

Patricia Copenhaver Iowa Falls IA 50126-1427

Michelle Asid Richmond MO 64085-2161

Joline Barth Jacksonville FL 32244-4753

Shannon Patty Riverside CA 92509-3307

Mary Devol Oak Ridge TN 37830-4124

Judith Margolis Tamarac FL 33319-3542

Gina Diggs Sugar Grove NC 28679-9410

Rebecca O'Dell Loudon TN 37774-7555

Margot Lowe Oceanside CA 92056-2101

Arlena Bora Jefferson LA 70121-1607

Mirabai Nagle Boulder CO 80301-3570

Lori Walker Coeur d'Alene ID 83815-6084

Marion McAllister Tupelo MS 38801-4630

Mark Aziz Sarasota FL 34232-4203

Karen Ramacher Scottsdale AZ 85260-7637

Jeanne Musgrove Rock Hill SC 29732-9046

Cynthia Skandis Bronxville NY 10708-2627

Donna Brown Newburgh IN 47630-8372

Patricia Kortjohn Wyckoff NJ 07481-1920

Candace Petrick Beulah MI 49617-9158

Cheryl Bassingthwaite VICTORIA BC V8X 2N3

Kimberly Badger Carmel NY 10512-5859

Cheryl Kallenbach Winchester ID 83555-5022

Christine Burk Gulf Breeze FL 32563-5813

Ainga Dobbelaere Mastrils None 7303

Deborah Allison Shelbyville TN 37160-6963

Bruce Long San Jose CA 95134-2557

Moira Fortin pickering ON L1W 1R1

Denise Kastner Lowell IN 46356-2276

William Huber Tobyhanna PA 18466-8311

Jo Pfeffer St. Louis MO 63119-1414

Jacob Phillips Denver CO 80211-4053

Valerie Sanderson Thompson IA 50478-5008

Margaret Sakoff Turner OR 97392-0083

Mary Tuma Charlotte NC 28205-4972

Arlene Fullaway Cypress CA 90630-3627

Gamini Kawiratne Ja-Ela, Sri Lanka None 11350

Lynda Curry-Huston Surprise AZ 85379-8741

Donna Ingenito Mount Joy PA 17552-9058

Keith Johnson Muscoda WI 53573-9496

Barbara Twardowski Arlington Heights IL 60005-1339

Joel Drembus Reston VA 20191-1646

Ila Singh Jkljk KY 41102

Sue Chard Portland TN 37148-1963

Robert Adams Longmont CO 80501-8652

Kathy Magne Saint Paul MN 55105-1619

Kenneth Goldsmith Williamsburg VA 23185-2335

Susan Carter Phoenix AZ 85016-6122

Tracy Murray Huntingtn Bch CA 92648-4672



Ellyn Musser Atlanta GA 30328-4189

MaryAnn Tittle Phelan CA 92371-4127

Kimberly Barker Colorado Springs CO 80909-4972

Mark Sussek Van Nuys CA 91404-2475

Idelle Steinberg South Pasadena CA 91030-5910

Lindsay Golter Laguna Niguel CA 92677-1857

Glenn Curtis Sandwich MA 02563-1995

Richard Booth Grosse Ile MI 48138-1601

Christie Ulrich New Canaan CT 06840-2508

Erica Tyron Claremont CA 91711-3818

Jayne Cerny Inverness CA 94937-0241

Julia Stewart San Francisco CA 94109-7207

Geisha García Bellevue WA 98004-4684

Paul Magistretti Omana NE 68122-1265

Brendan Gallagher Grants Pass OR 97526-5406

Malcolm Booth Bellingham WA 98225-6580

Chris Conley Raleigh NC 27604-2703

Dennis Olsen Hoffman Estates IL 60192-1559

Eric Brooker Charleston SC 29492-8512

Janet Parkins Oakland CA 94611-5115

Tony Meinerding Greenville OH 45331-2809

Dean Onessimo Palm beach gardens FL 33410-5554

Dawn Boothe Manchester CT 06040-5425

Nina Spelter Madison WI 53714-2908

Debbie Beattie Newark DE 19702-4068

Chuck Rocco Simi CA 93065-2647

John Chiarella Fair Haven NJ 07704-3010

Marta Styczynska Prievidza None 97101

Olga Mulcahy Leesburg VA 20176-4908

Bridget Saunders San Francisco CA 94133-4148

James Spangler La Quinta CA 92253-8817

Ronda Wimmer Pittsburg CA 94565-7929

Antonio Mengod Madrid NC 28042-

Mahalia Flueckiger Etziken ME 4554

Vicki Hambrick Orlando FL 32839-2068

Jurgen Knorr Dapto WV 25530

Brenda Staab Virginia Bch VA 23457-1181

Tina Shurtleff Murphy NC 28906-7472

Wendy Antoine Georgetown KY 40324-1074

David Cottrell Woodsfield OH 43793-1172

Jaime Martin Union MO 63084-1353

Heidi Hart-Zorin Portland OR 97214-1859

Douglas Armstrong Florissant MO 63034-1949

Erin McCarty Solana Beach CA 92075-2301

Gladys Overton Chesapeake VA 23320-8138

Travis King Los Angeles CA 91601-4519

Melissa Harlan Tempe AZ 85284-3941

Kristofor Bloomquist Brick NJ 08724-3742

Linda Knowles Newton U F MA 02464-1315

Stephanie Pierce Gainesville FL 32608-5355

David Beane Portland ME 04102-3715

Reyna Hernandez Pasadena CA 911073530

Yvonne Harke Aurora IL 60506-5041

Nick Franklin Las Vegas NV 89140-0940



Patricia Abbas Toronto ON M1G 2Y5

Tammy Lukachy Henderson NV 89014-2021

Sharon Porter Paradise CA 95969-6363

Phyllis Brachman Woodside NY 11377-5763

Debora Hojda Miami FL 33179-6413

Ruba Leech Portland OR 97211-4339

Peggy Mocine Richmond CA 94801-3905

Brandee Moore Steele AL 35987-3644

John Outland Tallahassee FL 32317-9545

Anna Kolovou Woodside NY 11377-4787

Priya Caldera Baulkham Hills NSW None 2153

Anita Newman Pinellas Park FL 33782-4319

Chereale Cormack Bristol CA 90211

Barbara Resendes Vernon BC V1H 2A1

Elizabeth Kramer Las Vegas NV 89156-3731

Carmen Silva Taylor MI 48180-2613

Heather Hull Penticton BC V2A 2R7

Damira Pullins HUNTERSVILLE NC 28070-1902

Melanie Baldi Italy TX 76651-3900

Erika Soerensen Oroville CA 95966-6306

Cynthia Nagy Lafayette CA 94549-5329

Martin Tripp Santa Clarita CA 91390-3100

Genie Saffren Los Angeles CA 90025-6306

Lisa H Portland OR 97217

Nora Groeneweg Lakewood CO 80228-2937

Olga Castello Miami FL 33126-2204

S. Pyrs Edgewood NM 87015-6708

Linda Serra Waleska GA 30183-2438

Tyler Walz Ballston Lake NY 12019-9748

Kathleen DeMetz Cleveland Heights OH 44121-1552

Marjorie Rathbone Bryn Mawr PA 19010-2237

Lauren Maclise New York NY 10016-2159

James Sobacki Ingleside IL 60041-9235

Kristin Gallanosa Danville VA 24541-5820

Gudrun Dennis Gainesville FL 32653-1950

Tatiana Terekhova Watertown MA 02472-2147

Krysta Workman Burlington NC 27215-7827

Jane Davidson Lancaster NH 03584-3267

Jeffrey Bains The Villages FL 32159-6210

Denise Robertson Niwot CO 80503-7260

Maxine Clark Sekiu WA 98381-9749

Cathleen Billiski Honeoye NY 14471-9374

Mary Sier Manhattan KS 66502-2626

Eliot Kaplan Woodland Hills CA 91364-4121

Cynthia Hart Cuyler NY 13158-2102

Carol Carley Kansas City KS 66104-5710

Janae Bailie Kingman AZ 86409-2253

Steve Keim Columbiaville MI 48421-8808

William Habick Albuquerque NM 87110-3232

Adam Kay New Orleans LA 70118-6320

Donald Monheit Tucson AZ 85710-8514

John Teevan Chula Vista CA 91914-2504

Harriette Weller Largo FL 33774-4502

Paula Rock Apache Junction AZ 85120-5016



Anna K Los Angeles CA 90046

Barbara Wilcox Berkeley Heights NJ 07922-1279

Leslie Hardyman Holiday FL 34690-6232

Michael Martin Kendallville IN 46755-9712

Regina Elliott Swannanoa NC 28778-3419

David Bailey Vero Beach FL 32966-1809

Nancy Sbragia Dayton NV 89403-9322

Yvette Good Roseburg OR 97471-4669

Michael Hampu Lakeland FL 33809-2142

Jessica Fish Mansfield PA 16933-8427

S Lambert Los Gatos CA 95033-8300

Jessica Cisler Columbus OH 43230-5416

Carolyn King Louisville KY 40204-1307

Craig Lemons Elkhart IN 46517-9524

Anthony Mehle Canfield OH 44406-8161

Jan Siemucha Hecla SD 57446-8055

Renee Caputo Matawan NJ 07747-2208

Karen & Bruce Roberts Bellingham WA 98225-7367

Heather Reppen Brampton ON L6Y 3W9

Jessica Stepp Dubuque IA 52001-3232

Nadine Parish Wadsworth OH 44281-8027

Billie Davies Hermosa Beach CA 90254

steven mallory Corpus christi TX 78418-6125

Pamela Vouroscallahan Granger IN 46530-8618

Cheryn Zimmer Mt. Vernon WA 98274-3009

MIchelle Cowie Courtice ON L1E 3E1

Maria Flores Leon None 213

Pud Hendrik Gainesville TX 76240-5623

Ravinder Singh Delhi None 110017

Diana Barrera Medellín None 50024

Victoria Bentley Canton GA 30115-8940

Sally-Alice Thompson Albuquerque NM 87108-4401

Jan Galt Berkeley CA 94705

Monica Takiguchi Honolulu HI 96816-7180

Glenn Secor Louisa VA 23093-4408

Gulden Comic Los Angeles CA 90048-1471

Sandra Yaggy Pittsboro NC 27312-8552

Cynthia Steinmetz Indianapolis IN 46229-9722

Donna Blue Lexington KY 40502-1510

Lucinda Glenny Markham ON L3P 1W5

Courtney Franklin Park City KS 67219-1222

Karen DeSalvo Palm Coast FL 32137-2235

Brea Viragh Willis VA 24380-4536

Brandon Sutton Atlanta GA 31106-0343

Mary Liss Brookfield IL 60513-1549

Jerry Curow Searchlight NV 89046

Diana Rebman Portland OR 97229-8575

Earl Grove East Canton OH 44730-1010

Nancy Pace Ocala FL 34482-9545

Robert Kuhnert Durango CO 81301-5104

Mary White Ann Arbor MI 48104-4441

Elizabeth Edwards Newport Beach CA 92660-4932

John Gasperoni Corvallis OR 97330-3643

Gina Jennings Azusa CA 91702-6010



Gayle Brennan Woodland Hills CA 91367-7023

Kathleen Dufresne Chesapeake VA 23325-3113

Gene Moy Grosse Pointe MI 48230-1278

Irene Murphy North Grafton MA 01536-1555

Ann Spearing Hyde Park VT 05655-9201

Karen Spurr Virginia Beach VA 23453-1816

Robert Walker Oakdale MN 55128-7401

Maureen Porcelli North Bergen NJ 07047-3329

John Rusterholz Roseville MN 55113-2414

Charles Rupley mishawaka IN 46545-1302

Deborah Marchand Gibsonia PA 15044-8383

Lauren Rapp Saint Louis MO 63110-2939

Brian Resh Pequea PA 17565-9003

Sandra Reeves Statham GA 30666-1519

Bonnie Mitchell Portland OR 97231-2117

Janet Bovitz-Sandefur Rochester NY 14625-1346

Emily G Gainesville VA 20155-1117

Amy Van Schijndel Portland OR 97229-3793

Barbara Agonia Las Vegas NV 89102-8158

Tod Boyer Ashland OR 97520-0027

Pauline Gillham Miami FL 33155-6825

Fernando Pessoa San Francisco CA 94116-2842

Peter Melka Atwater MN 56209-0143

Kristina Wunder Santa Monica CA 90403-4346

Kelly Arthurs New York NY 10021-4897

Regina Milione Plymouth meeting PA 19462-1013

Loren Stanfield Sacramento CA 95822-0135

Kenneth Michael Eagle River AK 99577-7646

Marilyn Scott West Linn OR 97068-3213

Gordon McGregor Sparks NV 89434-2600

William Boteler Silver Spring MD 20906-3040

Hank Williams Big Sky MT 59716-1680

Teresa Collins Louisville CO 80027-1081

Emily Viadero Cold Spring NY 10516-3746

Cherie Cook Lexington KY 40511-8879

Trixie Brunson Utica NY 13502-5543

Vanessa Jamison Marysville WA 98270-8067

Lara Johnson aaa AL 35014

Valerie Amembal Phoenix OR 97535-9630

Gary Green Pasadena CA 91107-2253

Maudie Valero Coral Gables FL 33134-4659

Monique Edwards Oro Valley AZ 85755-1610

Alethea Kehas Bow NH 03304-3716

Debbie Lotierzo Mount Laurel NJ 08054-3704

Roberta Stephan Columbia Statio OH 44028-9571

Anita McNamara Marana AZ 85658-4390

Susan Reichter Andover MA 01810-2312

Charles Chatt Saint Louis MO 63123-5961

Sandra Pirini Lebanon ME 04027-3651

Sharon Hawkins Cuyahoga Falls OH 44221-1462

Fred Lopez The Dawn None 0

Kayla Reynolds Boise ID 83706-5132

David Hand Bainbridge Island WA 98110-4216

Ilene Harrington Kailua Kona HI 96740-2836



Claudia Devinney Perry NY 14530-9763

Barbara Glass Miami FL 33142-8109

Jalynn Venis Lakewood CO 80232-6414

Laurel Anderson Phoenix AZ 85032-6909

Robin Franklin Salem VA 24153-5313

Valerie Silver Dexter NY 13634-3095

Pat Burton Gaithersburg MD 20877-3651

Lanie Johnson Sandpoint ID 83864-8159

Chi Nguyen Sugar Land TX 77479-8966

Lauren Thompson Portland OR 97206-5551

Michael Pulsinelli Riegelsville PA 18077-0653

Dawn Mason Pottsville PA 17901-2222

Shannon Ball Nanticoke PA 18634-3306

Bonnie Templeton Loveland CO 80537-9006

Barbara Nadel Milford PA 18337-7223

Monique Musialowski Chesterfield MI 48047-1781

Sonia Alvarez-Oppus San Jose CA 95110-1441

Frances Moran Lansdale PA 19446-1475

James Engstler Frankfort IL 60423-1026

Steven Sy East Lansing MI 48823-1751

Matthew Owen Pasadena CA 91107-1063

Paul Runion Ben Lomond CA 95005-9420

Robert Applebaum San Jose CA 95135-1424

Cyndee Newick Campbell CA 95008-5309

Alice Tsai Oakland CA 94612-3781

Linda Spanski Oceanside CA 92054-6536

Beecher Hoogenboom Beaufort SC 29901-1348

Elizabeth Bossert Evergreen CO 80439-4503

Margo Wyse Mimbres NM 88049-8081

Paul Potts Raymond WA 98577

Kyrie Collins Castle Rock CO 80104-7866

Jim Hemmingsen Eugene OR 97403-2115

John Schmittauer Millfield OH 45761-9665

Andrea Weinberger Laguna Hills CA 92653-6264

Gerhild Paris Falmouth ME 4105

Linda Carr Wichita Falls TX 76308-5504

John & PJ Liebson Santa Fe NM 87508-8860

Kris Brooks Greensboro NC 27455-2001

Joseph Naidnur Peoria IL 61604-1929

Anne-Catherine Roch-Levecq Oceanside CA 92056-3764

Fayaz Kabani Columbia SC 29206-1433

Mary Seegott Burton OH 44021-9618

A Winser Anchorage AK 99518-3058

Tom Westlake Huntsville AL 35810-2632

Ms. Courtney Orange CA 92867-6214

Eva Thomas Woodside CA 94062-4307

Paul Blackburn Elizabethtown KY 42701-6830

R. Peter Burnham Lawrence MA 01843-1110

S. Schaem New York NY 10150-8029

Stacia Haley Seattle WA 98108-3070

Carrie Darling Phoenix AZ 85022-1508

Julia Bottom Longmont CO 80503-9224

Elizabeth Roberts Chicago IL 60613-1037

Lynne Couslon San Francisco CA 94110-1514



Karen Fredrickson Wappingers Falls NY 12590-6212

Michael Hill Mineral WA 98355

Janine Tokarczyk Mebane NC 27302-3301

Elizabeth Rumph San Clemente CA 92673-3739

Louise Angelis Glenview IL 60026-1081

Rita Mullis Charlotte NC 28210-6763

T J Thompson Gig Harbor WA 98335-3178

Carol Pennington Manchaca TX 78652-4157

Nicole Trotta Utica NY 13501-2331

Al Daniel Durham NC 27707-9222

Carol Easton aptos CA 95003-9762

Stephen Walsh Mill Valley CA 94941-1803

David Huebner Neenah WI 54956-3238

Glenn Rape Monroe NC 28112-8502

Colleen Wysser - Martin Norman Park GA 31771-5645

Robert Furtek North Las Vegas NV 89030-5715

Peter Traub Cheshire MA 01225-9546

Shira Fogel Clackamas OR 97015-6600

Eric Andersen Kaukauna WI 54130-1803

Karla Hair Jackson MI 49201-8450

David Doering San Francisco CA 94109-3607

John Martin Beltsville MD 20705-2629

Linda Skonberg Sutherlin OR 97479-8817

Chris Striegel philadelphia PA 19145-2133

Mark Koritz Atlanta GA 30338-7865

Pat Magrath Pomona CA 91767-3566

Robert March Warren OH 44483-4165

Janet Sherfey Oldsmar FL 34677-4513

David Alverson Port Charlotte FL 33952-1552

Jeffrey Tischler Monterey CA 93940-3850

Craig Conn Pgh PA 15212-1952

Connie Allison Geneva NY 14456-2033

Brad Jolly Brighton CO 80603-8840

Harold Watson Springfield MO 65802-2904

Marie Travis Dallas TX 75227-2914

Kathleen Sandknop Ballwin MO 63021-5850

Greg Thomson Suasalito CA 94965-2316

Joseph Dadgari Los Angeles CA 90049-8205

Jane Bartosz Salem OR 97306-1105

Greg Bischof Springfield MO 65810-2951

Jeff Schmid Frederic WI 54837-0435

Brandon Kozak Edwardsville IL 62025-1756

Stephanie Reynolds Chandler AZ 85224-6194

Genevieve Miller Vienna VA 22180-7083

Michael Sixtus Santee CA 92071-2252

Karen Armstrong Ruston LA 71270-1237

Steve Garrett Bandon OR 97411-8873

Diane Black Salem OR 97317-9195

Tara Hottenstein Gulfport FL 33707-4008

Betsy Feiker Jaffrey NH 03452-5443

Bryan Harrell San Francisco CA 94114-2313

Marguerite Juliusson Chicago IL 60614-5114

Kathryn Mosher Eagan MN 55122-4818

Ted Neumann Altamont NY 12009-0465



O Lewis Los Angeles CA 90009-7075

Lorraine Brabham Hoboken NJ 07030-2250

John Selove Eugene OR 97405-3335

Natasha Saravanja San Francisco CA 94131-2013

Christy Nakama Bradenton FL 34210-5210

Leeann Duvall Middleton WI 53562-3622

Cheryl Carney San Antonio TX 78201-5216

Becky Wharton Bastrop TX 78602-3252

Natalie Brod Overland Park KS 66212-5419

Ruth Falcon Seattle WA 98125-3115

Sandra Thompson Bend OR 97703-5288

Tung Vu Sherwood OR 97140-9133

Randal James Mingo Jct. OH 43938-1453

Gabriel Corza Morton Grove IL 60053-3401

Neilia Pierson Cave Junction OR 97523-9413

Peter Fairley Kings Beach CA 96143

Nalei Kahakalau Honoka`a HI 96727-1764

Robert H. Feuchter Jamaica Estates, NY 11432-2898

S Wheeler San Francisco CA 94123

Kenneth Bradley Laveen AZ 85339-1700

Susan F Callicoon NY 12723-5005

Matthew Crane Shreveport LA 71105-2021

Marilyn Kolar Butler OH 44822-9488

Lynn Sentenn Brea CA 92821-1849

Marian Mailloux Harvard MA 01451-1827

Steve Stales Philadelphia PA 19154-1717

Patricia Tholl Needham MA 02492-3029

Ricki Disdier Auburn ME 04210-4623

Diane Sevald Caledonia MI 49316-8817

Karyn Searle Christchurch None 8052

Russell Fletcher Santa Fe NM 87507-5172

Paul Brown Syracuse NY 13214-2022

Louise LaFrancis Lisle IL 60532-2935

Marietta Gelfort Alexandria VA 22302-3913

Annie Bien Brooklyn NY 11231-2997

Gerald Smolinsky Austin TX 78731-6028

Karil Daniels San Francisco CA 94110-2619

Zbigniew Bochniarz Bellevue WA 98005-1129

Kevin Macdonald Belgrade Lakes ME 04918-0198

Luke Christiansen Wellington CT 6022

Donna Knipp New York NY 10034-2885

Linda Didomenico Mesquite NV 89027-5196

Shela Hadley Cambridge MA 02138-4629

Sandra Sweetwood Colorado Springs CO 80920-4138

Gregory Freeman Pearce AZ 85625-6028

Chrissy Bailey Lacey WA 98509-8493

Paul Judy Studio City CA 91602-2147

Ericka Kohn Wausau WI 54401-4268

Thomas Hoover Lutz FL 33558-8498

Marjorie Lewis Madison WI 53704-4306

Flor Garcia Arlington TX 76015-3624

Stefanie Hartigan Centreville MI 49032-9732

Samantha Albawab Aurora CO 80017

Karen Guma Petaluma CA 94952-1934



Carol Wiliams Elora ON N0B 1S0

Anita Chase Warren MI 48091-3636

Lindsey McNeny Mesquite TX 75149-1669

Robert Bowen Arlington VA 22202-2604

Paola Viteri Flushing NY 11355

Tracy Lenihan Berkeley CA 94703-1517

Mari Cange midvale UT 84047-3505

Lori Weber Johnson City TN 37601-4762

Marian Duncan Cashiers NC 28717-0112

Michael Gumm Cripple Creek CO 80813-1425

Laura Aranda San Antonio TX 78209-5165

Robert Aguirre Linden MI 48451-9793

Mike Rustad Durango CO 81301-5618

Shu Hsieh Honolulu HI 96825-1443

Randy Nies Minneapolis MN 55408-4236

Larry Powell Savannha GA 31405-8100

Bill Gabbard Sunman IN 47041-8321

Katherine Germano East Hampton CT 06424-1901

Debbie McCarthy Phillips ME 04966-4340

Ryan Hay Butler PA 16001-3307

David Daniels Springfield IL 62702-1003

Lary McKee Gervais OR 97026-9744

Mary Umbaugh Canton OH 44710-2050

Theresa Todd Naples FL 34114-8457

William Houck Raleigh NC 27609-6753

Richard Jakubec Shelby Township MI 48316-5509

B. Erickson WLV CA 91361

Lori Triggs Ocala FL 34481-9112

Freya Goldstein New York NY 10025-4226

Alena Jorgensen Temple City CA 91780-1651

Barbara Hogan Landenberg PA 19350-9306

Anthony Bolten Hazlet Township NJ 07734-3278

Cindy Fisher Thousand Oaks CA 91360-1522

matt poklasny sussex WI 53089

Donna Davenport Decatur GA 30033-2425

Catherine Long Waterford FL 10000

Jenny Mills Reno NV 89509-0003

Leni Niemegeers-Faber Brooklyn NY 11238-5447

Patricia Doyle Burr Ridge IL 60527-8392

Regina Embry Gainesville FL 32614

Sebastian Villani Chula Vista CA 91912-1754

Matt Cutts greeneville TN 37743-5542

Amanda Gordon Sanford FL 32773-6445

Karen Vergara Ft Lauderdale FL 33309-2204

Julie Martin Frederic WI 54837-2200

Mary Schmotzer Williamsburg VA 23185-2947

Sandra Baylor Graham WA 98338-1214

Lori Smith Cathedral City CA 92234-6726

Breanna Strain Marion OH 43302-5213

Johnnie Prosperie Garrison TX 75946-5669

Jeff Lewis Miami FL 33173-2913

Julie Gorman Denair CA 95316-9469

Jason Klinkel Alexandria VA 22314-3520

Marvin Turley Black Mtn NC 28711-9312



Mary Sizemore Mcpherson KS 67460-3609

Susan Rollins Mesa AZ 85206-1805

Roberta Klimovich Pittsburgh PA 15216-1914

Jeannie Gentry Westernport MD 21562-2404

Lynn Serra Harvard IL 60033-9554

Estelle Zelke Pasadena MD 21122-4734

Chris Aldrich Worcester MA 01609-1710

Rita Dunn Sydney None 2782

Lon LeValley Arlington WA 98223-6674

Evan Mehrman Wilmington DE 19804-1732

Deborah Schatzel Washington DC 20008-5104

Judith Oates Great Barrington MA 01230-0811

Carol Watson Shawnee OK 74801-5575

Joan Engst Moravia NY 13118-4328

Linda Dewey Palos Hills IL 60465-3166

Diane Wheeler Saint Charles MO 63303-3506

Lowell Nogle Redwood City CA 94062-2064

Diane Theobald Englewood CO 80113-3718

Christi Gray Tavares FL 32778-9208

Diana Lahey Great Falls VA 22066-2318

Ramona Davis Moraga CA 94556-1449

Allison Beasley Nashville TN 37215-4918

Jane McCoy Bronxville NY 10708-2914

Sandra Oswald Dayton OH 45429-3416

Anna Sims Burlington NC 27215-5340

Rosemary Lojo Vallejo CA 94589-2435

Frances Crissman Kirkwood MO 63122-3241

Rhoda Anderson Pawleys Isl SC 29585-6152

John Boon Caledonia MI 49316-9625

Elizabeth Stoltz New Brighton MN 55112-6138

Judith Walters Poughkeepsie NY 12601-6003

Barbara White Providence RI 02906-2933

Brian Morris Elm City NC 27822-8935

Connie Sheppard San Diego CA 92122-3902

Dawn Broadbent Colorado Spgs CO 80907-3845

John Pasquin Los Angeles CA 90077-3216

Dian Copeland Searcy AR 72143-8943

Dawn Sipos Frenchtown NJ 08825-3733

Larry Johnson Bellevue WA 98006-5315

Mary Jeffrey Denver NC 28037-9032

Ching-Lueh Chang Taoyuan None 320

Michele Reese Tucson AZ 85742-1205

Rocio Muhs Missoula MT 59803-2530

Rebecca Stevens KOTARA SOUTH None 2289

Robin Hamlin McKinleyville CA 95519-9463

Robin Miller Twickenham NY 12345-0001

Anne Montarou Plaisir TX 78370

Gustavo Gomes Porto WV 22819

Thomas Wendel Sacramento CA 95811-1704

Kara Callahan Anderson IN 46017-2026

Barbara Fry Alton IL 62002-4056

Chantal Demange Longueuil QC J4L 2P6

Cory Attila El Dorado Hills CA 95762-4114

Maria Charur Houston TX 77057-2323



Kathleen Robison Rainier OR 97048-2605

Sherry Quinn Colorado Springs CO 80920-5324

Joe Schott Central City IA 52214-9579

Barbara Kashian- Snow Middleton WI 53562-5149

Tom Bork Stateline NV 89449-6167

Thomas Diehl Stroudsburg PA 18360-7449

John Kaiser Tucson AZ 85739-1673

Jacqueline Eckert Jacksonville FL 32207-5976

Lou Paller Burbank IL 60459-2431

Pat Barnes Middletown NY 10941-1019

Joan Dickerson Santa Fe NM 87507-0854

Michael Rizzi Kresgeville PA 18333-7714

Tony D'Elia Orlando FL 32839-3225

Bright Walker Emerald Isle NC 28594-4813

Julie Kirsh Shrewsbury NJ 07702-4133

Sharon LeVine Seattle WA 98109-3160

Lisa Smith Byron MN 55920-1527

Debra Guel Austin TX 78750-2105

Deborah Ward Naches WA 98937-8901

Yaraly Espinoza Oviedo FL 32765-6418

Heather Schlichter Woodland Hills CA 91364-5915

Cheryl Weiss Granite City IL 62040-6568

Anne James Toronto ON M4C 4P5

Michael Halloran Salem OR 97305-2161

Paula Gordon Eureka MT 59917-0605

Jessica Mitchell-Shihabi Antelope CA 95843-5935

Adriana Ribeiro Niteroi None 24342637

Shary B Seattle WA 98101-1075

Marion Scott Avondale Heights None 3034

Heather Pearson Phoenix AZ 85024-5527

Stephanie Jones Oklahoma City OK 73107-3015

Will S Pawling NY 12564-3419

Katherine Wiese Carmel Valley CA 93924-2138

Scott Toaldn Franktown CO 80116-8745

Sherry Fredericksen Aurora IL 60505-2311

Alexandra Wahlstrom Clinton MA 01510-1443

Barbara Mintz Encinitas CA 92024-3642

Mary Maggard Bowlby FARMINGTON NM 87402-8846

Richard Stevenson Tampa FL 33647-3237

Roberta Giblin Villa Park IL 60181-2647

Donna Stewart Oshawa ON L1H 7V3

Sue Wood Boynton Beach FL 33472-1221

Dawn Orahood Columbus OH 43235-5943

Ks Citizen Ankeny KS 67002-0001

Paula Beall Chestertown MD 21620-4346

Madilyn Fox Avondale LA 70094-2923

Shayna Leib Madison WI 53703-1646

Lee Alexander Fieldsville VT 05089-9644

Adriana Puentes Miami FL 33166-2900

Patricia Massanari Goshen IN 46526-4497

Ann Fay Watsonville CA 95076-8576

Stephanie Dascalos Olathe KS 66061-2760

Evelyn Fenter Chesterfield MO 63017-5631

Suzan Ward Clayton GA 30525-0019



Sue Struthers Riverside CA 92506-2502

Kim Eisdorfer Chattanooga TN 37411-2611

Kristin Crage Yonkers NY 10704-1969

Jordan Hashemi-Briskin Palo Alto CA 94306-2512

Frances Glenn Los Angeles CA 90041-2838

Craig Emerick Corvallis, OR OR 97330-6128

K Silvey Maritnez CA 94553-5344

Jean Mixter Clinton MA 01510-2613

Rob Lozon Flint MI 48507-2348

Jane Colman Keller TX 76248-5714

Virginia Conklin Enola PA 17025-2427

Juraj Bobok Prievidza OR 97101

Darcy Phillips Austin TX 78717-4540

Danielle Eveillard Nice NY 6000

Conceic?o Mendes Viseu AK 3500

Hiroko Ishigo Astoria NY 11105-1426

miranda mendoza santa rosa CA 95401-6124

Yolanda Miller Boca Raton FL 33496-4065

Raleigh Koritz Minneapolis MN 55442-3153

Samuel Fite Orlando FL 32825-8553

Christine Preliasco North Kingstown RI 02852-3402

Jennifer Dunwoody Midvale UT 84047-1727

Gerald Kretmar Saint Louis MO 63144-1833

Mark Chmielewski Granby CT 06035-0357

Kyle Yaskin Los Angeles CA 90046-2133

Jean Heaps Hattiesburg MS 39402-7203

Noelle Cormier Conway SC 29526-2891

Jo Johnston Cedar Vale None 4285

Alexandra Digiacomo Phoenix AZ 85086-3615

Bill Wiebe Winnipeg MB R2M 0J4

Jill Balser Kingston OH 45644-9634

Howard Whitaker Gold River CA 95670-8301

Nicole Puttick Norwalk CT 06851-6016

John Campbell Boca Raton FL 33428-3511

Pamela Harms Dumfries VA 22025-1829

Kleya Forte-Escamilla Minneapolis MN 55417-1443

Wendy Thompson Collierville TN 38017-2527

Mark Davies Traverse City MI 49686-1695

Kim Sellon New Providence NJ 07974-2931

Andrea Budro Jenzen Richland NJ 08350-0534

Donna Andrews Racine WI 53405-1104

Avraham Fein ...Feenhazig New York NY 10009-2005

Donna Deneault Panama City Beach FL 32407-3502

W.Gordon Brown Kalamazoo MI 49006-4186

Chris Rose Petaluma CA 94952-4839

Betty Dunn Boerne TX 78006-5646

Sandra Cope Irvine CA 92612-8621

Steve Hess Dallas TX 75201-1006

Ryan Ennis Livonia MI 48150-3214

Violet Simmons Van Nuys CA 91401-4506

Carol Cook San Mateo CA 94403-5015

Sarah Brown Morgantown WV 26505-3739

Deborah Pruette Pleasanton CA 94588-3541

Mike Powell Calvert City KY 42029-7507



Diana Lubin La Mesa CA 91941-7121

Queenelle Minet Bartlett NH 3812

Jeanne Wolfe Washington DC 20007-4526

Karen Trimnell BRistol None BS138

L. Lee Port Charlotte FL 33952-4515

Carol Borowski Crown Point IN 46307-8496

J. Romano Egg Harbor Township NJ 08234-4948

Andreas Rossing Angeltveit Porsgrunn None 3915

Patrizia Arvati verona TN 37131

Rita Waine Charlottesville VA 22901-3197

Jessica Blasingame BERKELEY IL 60163

Bruce Rhodes Potomac MD 20854-2044

Colleen Carroll Tampa FL 33625-6608

Stephen Steffy Chandler AZ 85224-2111

Kristin Carstarphen Charleston SC 29407-7315

Julie Bush Corpus Christi TX 78414-3659

Miriam Wanderman Merrick NY 11566-5324

Johnny Meadows Bowling Green KY 42104-5539

Vanassa Lundheim Everett WA 98203-3144

Ewa Stein Port Charlotte FL 33948-2215

Mark Frey Yelm WA 98597-9345

Jane Ball Minnetonka MN 55345-1134

Michelle Grier Arlington TX 76015-1039

Brianna Quick Morgan Hill CA 95037-7040

Chuck Carter Jacksonville FL 32216-2902

Robert Oberdorf Tamarac FL 33319-2466

Maria Cadeddu Hawthorn Woods IL 60047-7544

Evelyn Mayo Marietta GA 30068-4154

Tina Colafranceschi Whitethorn CA 95589-0201

Barbara Hoch McConnelsville OH 43756-1276

Brenda Oviatt Missoula MT 59804-1133

Signe Wetteland West Sacramento CA 95691-4611

Mary Eastes Indianapolis IN 46203-4524

Billy Trice Jr. Oakalnd CA 94621-2825

Delia Almares Honolulu HI 96816-3800

Carol Rue Eden Prairie MN 55344-1802

Chris Byknish Masury OH 44438-8705

Louis Gauci Newport KY 41071

Susan Laube Aguanga CA 92536-9411

charlene clukey Wells ME 04090-7014

Donna Brooks Townville SC 29689-3732

George Warren Griffin GA 30224-7828

Clare Farabaugh Dallas PA 18612-7752

Sherry Massaro Canfield OH 44406-1412

Kenneth Bosch Raleigh NC 27609-6018

Sheena Lonecke Elizaville NY 12523-1002

Susan Dusman Fair Lawn NJ 07410-3131

Julie Allnutt Roswell GA 30075-7620

Greta Rossi Washington NJ 07882-2416

Jerri Rigo Somerset PA 15501-8578

Bruce Stubbs Carlsbad CA 92010-2185

Debbie Troxell Henrico VA 23233

Marian Cruz Merced CA 95348-2374

Lynn Delorme Portland OR 97217-4406



Marc Vezian San Jose CA 95132-2073

David Copper Staunton VA 24401-1935

patricia hunter greensburg PA 15601-3957

Heather Ruckman Wellsburg WV 26070-3119

Mary Mann Knoxville MD 21758-9217

Beatrice Simmonds Bronx NY 10462-7447

Marian Scena Somerville MA 02143-1515

C. Yee Sacramento CA 95822-0787

Carmen Schultz Prairie Grove AR 72753-3113

Sheryl Herrly Peoria AZ 85345-8320

Steve Vicuna Monterey Park CA 91754-6011

Carol Nealy Monson MA 01057-9692

Cherie Townsend Crestwood KY 40014-9178

Joanne LaFreniere South Burlington VT 05403-6315

Nikki Novak Toledo IA 52342-9409

Nan Thornton Denver CO 80220-1427

Susan Unverzagt Sussex NJ 07461-2834

Bridgette Hartung Liverpool NY 13090-1403

Liz Heim Lake Bluff IL 60044-1801

Leora Bishop Austin TX 78723-4579

Geoffrey Smith Portland OR 97217-5722

Pauletta Calhoun Port St Lucie FL 34983-3524

Mary Duffield Tucson AZ 85718-6721

Penelope Agodoa Riva MD 21140-1217

Randall Boltz San Diego CA 92111-6704

Luanne Mierow Beavercreek OR 97004-9746

Julie Alicea Denair CA 95316-9364

Susan Knutsen Stillwater NJ 07875-0005

Sue Stoeckel Everett WA 98203-4584

Janice Cameron Oro Valley AZ 85737-6884

N A Demotte IN 46310-9269

Lulu Flores Austin TX 78704-2515

Scott Pinta Fort Myers FL 33903-5811

Sau Tsang Las vegas NV 89141

Jun Shrout Blue Springs MO 64015-4501

Rich Maricic Bergenfield NJ 07621-3809

Denise Hosta Fort Myers FL 33913-6810

Alfred Staab Wichita KS 67205-1923

Michael Revord Austin TX 78735-6326

Salim Ekici Zolder AK 3550

James Dawson Davis CA 95618-6741

Joan Tokarz Bristol RI 02809-5186

Gael Faller Oxnard CA 93033-8475

Linda Alwardt Henderson NV 89015-5701

Sandra Duguay Kipawa QC J0Z 2H0

Cindy Fine Gardner KS 66030-1475

Jeffrey Fernandez Tryon OK 74875-7796

Linda Padgett Rogers AR 72758-9041

Candice Schellenger Reno NV 89523-1734

Jasmine Shock Chesterfield MI 48051-1539

Meaghan Doherty Portland OR 97206-6277

David Laramie Sturbridge MA 01566-1535

Michelle Mondragon Altamonte Springs FL 32701-2703

Valerie Benest Kissimmee FL 34747-6775



Cynthia Sholes Rockford IL 61126-8008

Amy Hayworth Coraopolis PA 15108-2310

Jeffery Olson Vista CA 92084-2840

Edward Hall Glenwood Springs CO 81601-2737

Rosalind Ivens Bucksport ME 04416-4821

Hugh Carola Maywood NJ 07607-1422

Lori Dixon Northridge CA 91325-1217

Oksana Bohatch Grand Rapids MI 49546-6221

Darin Grant Poughkeepsie NY 12601-2835

John Palmer Middle arm CA 90210

Janice and Fred Sophis Arlington MA 02474-1707

Dennis Sullivan Jackson TN 38301-5207

Brittany Esposito Fallon NV 89406-4015

Richard Smith Melvindale MI 48122-1010

Lyssa Mercier Boston MA 02116-3524

Vicki Hughes Huntington Beach CA 92648-2861

Sandra Klueger Lomira WI 53048-9402

William gerdes-mcClain Columbus GA 31907-5457

Ellie Goldberg New York NY 10024-6215

Kristine Thoma Trumbull CT 06611-1350

Wendie Donabie Bracebridge ON P1L 1H4

Sandra Herrera Parlier CA 93648-2243

Vickie Wilkins Indianapolis IN 46228-1720

En Chue Singapore None 53690

Jeanne McKimpson Rochester MN 55901-6541

Joseph Toigo Godfrey IL 62035-1358

Kellyann Morander Brooksville FL 34601-6669

Bonnie Mcgill Conneaut Lake PA 16316-3842

Cornelia Teed Bellingham WA 98225-7154

Celline Aziz Springfield Gardens NY 11413

Stacy Hall San Diego CA 92104-2926

Bart Rivezzi N Branford CT 06471-0888

Jessica McGuire Holmes PA 19043-1311

J. Sherman Orford NH 03777-4321

Nina Aronoff Jamaica Plain MA 02130-4624

Harriett Barrett Naples FL 34114-2729

Mel Cup Choy Kaneohe HI 96744-5213

Robin Martin Tallahassee FL 32308-4526

Robin Schwalb Bedminster NJ 7921

Tina Doolen Newburgh IN 47630-1560

Stacy Gold Las Vegas NV 89121-5508

Jack Gray Richmond KY 40475-7566

Lisa Simms Colorado Springs CO 80921-6401

Melissa Ward Zephyrhills FL 33540-7522

Labail Genevieve Monaco AK 98000

Sarah Heidelmeier Grand Junction CO 81507-2581

Jan Stewart Kansas City MO 64116-2200

Richard Doin Amsterdam NY 12010-2023

Melissa Huebner Abrams WI 54101-9460

Melanie Jackson Sammamish WA 98074-7274

Silke Chipchase Dupont WA 98327-8751

Beverly Propen Orange CT 06477-3026

Randeau Christoferson Elk Grove CA 95624-3300

Dalton Grady Vancouver BC V5X 4S8



Angie Sieb Merrillville IN 46410-5124

Antoinette Daab Cape Coral FL 33914-5622

Stephanie Reti Toronto ON M2R 3N8

Soozi MacLeod Hopkins MN 55343-3916

Gary Markham Bloomfield NM 87413-5855

Philomena Morello White Pine TN 37890-4903

Cathy Merrill Brookings SD 57006-3881

Jeanne Kuntz Farmersburg IN 47850-8230

Lisa Klein Acworth GA 30102-8509

Susan Klein Ann Arbor MI 48103-2097

Geri Deseve Troy NY 12180-1115

Chrystal H Fairfax VA 20190-

Jacqueline Johnson Forreston IL 61030-9313

Diane Sheheen Lugoff SC 29078-9747

Mike Rossi Las Vegas NV 89106

Patricia Dangle Montoursville PA 17754-8363

Yoel Cohen Los Angeles CA 90066-1551

W. Kilpatrick Wheat Ridge CO 80033-2716

Jennie Sabato Somers Point NJ 08244-2223

Gisele Cheffi Laurel MD 20708-1420

claire monier Schenectady NY 12345-0001

Debra Espinoza El Paso TX 79936-2316

Judy Powers Dunedin FL 34698-3250

Gwen Francis Pueblo CO 81007-3617

Mariangel Robles Miami FL 33134-1951

James Carley Keene NH 03431-5254

Mehmet Bilgen Istanbul NJ 7030

Thomas Hutton Clifton CO 81520-9121

anne ellis pt charlotte FL 33952-4515

Janet Uffer Rio Rancho NM 87174-0333

Dale Carpenter Lake Orion MI 48360

Timothy Stewart Williamsport MD 21795-2157

Elena Fetch Branchburg NJ 08876-5450

Kim Altenburg Monroe WA 98272-9540

Kim McCullough San Jose CA 95122-3706

Margaret Hickey Hartland VT 05048-9616

Thomas Winner Brooklyn NY 11201-1340

Michael Carter Victoria BC V9A 1H4

Margaret Reiter Saylorsburg PA 18353-8585

Kim Hall Mokena IL 60448-1502

Glory Arroyos Austin TX 78704-6105

Kathy Buehler Des Plaines IL 60018-2531

Martie Enfield Winter Park FL 32792-3604

Shandra Officer Springfield OR 97477-2317

Kathie Takush Reading PA 19602-1251

Carol Noval Fort Lauderdale FL 33322-6868

Tom Triffo Delano MN 55328-5304

Blanca Luz M. Ross Fullerton CA 92833-2031

John Steidler Waterloo IA 50702-3326

Kevin Walsh Madison CT 06443-3359

Marilyn Stechert Evergreen CO 80439-7012

Kelly Iturralde Cartersville GA 30120-7797

Michael Martin Severn MD 21144-1045

Jc Girdner Houston TX 77074-3323



Debbie Nelson Spring TX 77473-6873

Martha Goldin San Francisco CA 94118-3912

Bryan Richter Tucson AZ 85711

Stephanie Edwards Edmonds WA 98020-2942

Marlene Manzer Buckeye AZ 85326-3977

Rosanne Martino Hendersonville NC 28792-7980

Gabriele Chaykowski Courtenay BC V9N 9R7

Sabine Gnittke ROCKVILLE UT 84763

Pam Hurd Morganton GA 30560-1569

Roberta Klimovich Pittsburgh PA 15216-1914

Patti Johnson Perkasie PA 18944-4121

Conrad Szablewski Kennett Square PA 19348-2332

Teri Murphy Cloverdale CA 95425-3706

Ron Rutzinski Sussex WI 53089-2955

Lisa Stahl Broken Arrow OK 74014-3041

Brian Roberts Pensacola FL 32514-6719

Emily Flesher Potomac IL 61865-3146

Manda Mckay Athens GA 30606-1846

Jane Fallis Tivoli NY 12583-5612

Russell Ziegler Downers Grove IL 60516-2032

Nancy Rupp Glen Burnie MD 21060-6739

Adrian Bergeron Halfway OR 97834-

Nancy Siebert Toms River NJ 08757-1450

Britt Tinkle Franklin IN 46131-8592

M Timmins Tucson AZ 85747-9223

Mike Cohn DVM Boise ID 83704-5267

Toni Peters Loup City NE 68853-8040

Heather McHugh Oakland CA 94611-2534

Spyros Braoudakis Braintree MA 02184-4018

James Hoots Germanton NC 27019-8245

Jaysheel Shah Seattle WA 98109-4265

Kristin Konstanty Columbus IN 47203-2806

Ana Costas San Juan PR 00917-2620

Carlos Arnold Santa Maria CA 93455-2329

David Spaethe Beech Grove IN 46107-3320

Courtney Clark-Wilkerson Mannford OK 74044-3009

Lisa Saltalamacchia Hazlet NJ 07730-1022

Kevin Kimmel Summit NJ 07901-3476

Pam Pinkston Springfield OR 97475-0296

Shawn Jones-Bunn Avila Beach CA 93424

Tina DeCarla Telford PA 18969-1219

Amy Roberts Albany OR 97321-9637

Elizabeth Publicover Lancaster OH 43130-8920

Dwight Caldararo New Castle PA 16101-4421

Linda Howie Fresno CA 93720-0901

Eric Sullivan Chicago IL 60605-1653

Anna Rull North Hills CA 91343-1825

Cindy Murphy Reno NV 89523-2211

Mary Hankey Cullman AL 35058-0660

Laura Benge Batavia OH 45103-4024

Joann Lechner n. bellmore NY 11710-2131

James Hoots Germanton NC 27019-8245

Nick Szumlas Seattle WA 98116-3324

Sue Hill Valley Center CA 92082-1445



Jason Kosolofski Calgary AB T2C 4J8

Patty Parkin Batemans Bay MA 2536

Lance Kammerud Blanchardville WI 53516-9710

Cheryl Shushan Belmont MA 02478-1027

Charles B. Tarzana CA 91356-1959

Elizabeth LeFever Philadelphia PA 19129-1635

Michael McCurdy Fort Wayne IN 46835-9120

Linda Flora Killeen TX 76541-7286

Al Penne Pewaukee WI 53072-2416

Florence. White Danville VA 24541

Janice Bailey New York NY 10019-8201

Betty Warden Fort Worth TX 76108-4007

William Bailey Friant CA 93626-9703

Michele Horenstein Ventnor City NJ 08406-2755

M Hebert HOUSTON TX 77284-1717

Ellen Morgan La Grange IL 60525-2802

Doris Verkamp Charleston IL 61920-3218

Arthur Zimmermann River Edge NJ 07661-1736

Susan Davis Columbia MO 65202-4507

Avis Ogilvy New Orleans LA 70118-4057

Judith Cole Cambria CA 93428-5921

Adrian Paul Iowa City IA 52240-3307

Gerald Rabl New York NY 10040-2511

Peggy Burns Rowland Heights CA 91748-4718

Robert Wilson Burlington WA 98233-2145

Toby Schultz Oakland CA 94610

Stephanie Christoff White Plains NY 10602-8356

James Walton Elizabeth NJ 07208-1649

Greg Espe Seattle WA 98115-6908

Alamn Lamparella Farmington NY 14425-7031

Julia Perchak Green Oaks IL 60048-1592

Charles Tazzia Grosse Pointe Farms MI 48236-2930

pamela mcdonald riverside CA 92505-2221

Donna Keem Bliss NY 14024-9628

David Gaspard Norcross GA 30071-3467

Pamela Rogers san bernadino CA 92404-4944

Patrick Felix Philadelphia PA 19125-2521

Laura Piercey Oxford MI 48371-6144

Vinay MP Bangalore None 560102

Rose Giggie Monroe ME 04951-3502

Carol Joyce Dunfermline None 12345

Bruce Zivley Wimberley TX 78676-5138

Reidar Dittmann Vashon WA 98070-3072

Robert Martin III Fountain Hills AZ 85269-0230

John Chambers Carthage MO 64836

Rod Garner Birmingham AL 35235-1820

Karen Dwyer Hyattsville MD 20784-2303

Andrea Phan Evansville IN 47725-6010

Gabriel Chang Bellflower CA 90706-5325

Judith Wilson Wheatland WY 82201-9511

Maria Ritter North Miami FL 33161-4745

Margaret Lewis San Mateo CA 94403

Sandra Gehri-Bergman Puyallup WA 98371-1940

Brenda Taylor Austin TX 78739-4803



William Rowe Lake Mary FL 32746-1540

Carol Zahn Omaha NE 68116-5123

Sam Butler Los Angeles CA 90045-2753

Renee Bromley Westville IN 46391-9674

Perri Sussman New York NY 10025-3520

Robert Gore Maryland Heights MO 63043-3618

Melissa UA Xochitepec LA 70712

Robin Turner Sellers Springwater NY 14560-9719

Mia Whiteoak Nunawading None 3131

Margherita Remotti Milano VA 20143

Jenny-Anne Christine Bishop Rhyl DC 20036

Adrian Rogers Gawler South None 5118

Kathy Harvey Saint Paul MN 55116-3124

Lisa Leslie Mississauga CA 90210

Rene Cole Val Doucet NB E8R 1Z6

Mushy Pea Liverpool None 11111

Will Baumgartner Boulder CO 80302-6059

Wendy Iverson Scottsdale AZ 85255-9135

Gail Bates Hyde Park MA 02136-3851

Ursula Whitley Klamath falls OR 97603-7905

Constance McManus Millinocket ME 04462-2103

John Murray Dallas TX 75248-5548

Shonna Davis Houlton ME 04730-1126

Lozz Starseed Seattle WA 98125-2648

Bryan Cullen Chapel Hill NC 27514-9746

Kathy Abby Twin Falls ID 83301-7506

Jack White Kingman IN 47952-8055

Anna Gullickson Cashmere WA 98815-9713

Shirley Jolliff Scio OR 97374-9737

Melanie Mendoza Manila None 1008

Ming Chuen Leung Hong Kong None 99907

Lauree Laurance Ashland OR 97520-1766

Nicole Chaplain-Pearman Calgary AB T2L 0C5

Darcy Fredette winnipeg MB R3R 0S6

Matthew Loper Tiverton RI 02878-3100

Dana Sklar Cherry Hill NJ 08034-2906

Sara Siniscalchi Dover MA 02030-2501

Arlene Butters Arliington MA 02476-4209

Deborah Hawley Fort Collins CO 80521-2387

Ansi Shotwell Wheat Ridge CO 80033-6335

Ellen Leary Peabody MA 01960-4395

Linda Williams cape may court house NJ 08210-1217

Joan Roberts Philadelphia PA 19111-1379

Gary Ardito Branford CT 06405-3028

Guillermo Valencia San Antonio TX 78247-6503

Nancy Irvine Buckfield ME 04220-0113

Anna Satterthwaite Tarboro NC 27886-8095

Susan Darish Sun City AZ 85351-4763

Brittany Roberts Los Angeles CA 90028-7041

Patricia Winters Canton MI 48187-3715

Jan Voorhees Gila NM 88038-0055

David Ringle Macungie PA 18062-9432

Miranda Johnson Charleston WV 25311-1037

Danielle Miller Enon Valley PA 16120-1805



Teresa McCartney Glen Allen VA 23060-3722

Judith Von Mt Pleasant SC 29464-4850

Jordan Matula Papillion NE 68046-3747

James Vollmer Bourbonnais IL 60914-1052

Sharon Bradley SPRINGFIELD VA 22153-2344

Kathleen Vadnais Chicopee MA 01020-1128

Melinda Wacker Lubbock TX 79423-4008

Lori Deckert wheaton IL 60189-7000

Mb Thompson Baltimore MD 21202-3633

Thomas Rudd Loveland OH 45140-9068

George Bilyeu Reston VA 20190-4522

Thomas Miller Dillsburg PA 17019-9535

Kayelah Skelton Lanesville IN 47136-8576

Laura Belgiorno Grafton WI 53024-2842

Joan Diggs Burr Ridge IL 60527-4905

Lindsey Rives East Moline IL 61244-4254

Brigid Vele Patchogue NY 11772-6212

Johanna Stone Kailua HI 96734-7114

Sabine Sturm Indianapolis IN 46208-2517

Barbara Murray Los Angeles CA 90041-2425

Stacey Cannon Salisbury NC 28146-7363

Irwin Flashman Reston VA 20190-3905

Frank Naccarato Scottsdale AZ 85251-7025

Jasmine Lyons Albuquerque NM 87106-5137

Jessica Guzlas Chicago IL 60608-1709

Bonita W Oakland CA 94611-5111

Lori Albert Independence OR 97351-0323

Nancy Cady Hyattsville MD 20783-3567

Cecilia Nevel Clearwater FL 33755-1043

Jenny Davidson Honolulu HI 96816-2306

Richard Lombard Haverhill MA 01832-5808

Lisa Miske Centerport NY 11721-1769

Albert Novak Rockaway Beach NY 11693-1504

Loretta Bolton Bethel OH 45106-9453

Tabitha Thomasson Dahlonega GA 30533-5410

Joyce Gilmore Kutztown PA 19530-1008

David Burtis Calistoga CA 94515-9785

Linda Johannsen Parrish FL 34219-0697

Tiffany Deal Airville PA 17302-9074

Laura Schwind Rochester MI 48308-0226

Danna Cary The Colony TX 75056-4089

Patrick Lippincott Golden Valley AZ 86413-9111

Sara Kaye Kathleen FL 33849-9501

Richard Boehm Denver CO 80207-4035

Lewis Meyer Miami FL 33173-2310

Sandra Tehrani Cincinnati OH 45255-3900

Erma Thoms White House TN 37188-8184

Laurie Ford Palmetto FL 34221-1262

Mia Heavyrunner Port Orchard WA 98366-8809

Steven Pickering Pasadena CA 91107-4427

Fanny Whitman Westport MA 02790-0191

Sharon Douglass New York NY 10003-0708

Tracey Smith Celoron NY 14720-0270

Gary Lavinder Statesville NC 28625-4720



John Robinson Tolland CT 06084-3909

Mark Brook Tucson AZ 85715-3433

Parrie Henderson-O'Keefe Washington DC 20010-2616

Tajeer Robinson Maplewood NJ 07040-2809

Deborah Zdobinski Yonkers NY 10701-1087

Danielle Stidham Ft Wright KY 41011-4006

Erin Crum Stamford CT 6902

Beth Gerow Dundas ON L9H 1T5

Tracie Finley West Columbia SC 29172-1878

Debra Miller Belvidere NJ 07823-2710

Sue Simmons Port Arthur TX 77642-0230

Eddie Blancher New Orleans LA 70121-1106

Candy Fischer Alton IL 62002-4452

Hilary Harris Russellville KY 42276-9104

Travis Miller Seattle WA 98122-3264

Robert Barnes Spring TX 77381-6000

Tina Motz Three Rivers MI 49093-9298

Irene Kubosh Hampton VA 23665-5831

Marley McDermott Whitestone NY 11357-3631

Gloria Aman Richlands NC 28574-1595

Magdalena Quilichini Ponce PR 00732-7006

Carol Sommerfeld plainfield IL 60544-7704

Pippa Scott Santa Monica CA 90402-3144

Thomas Littelmann Milwaukee WI 53216-3137

Kristi Wilson Excelsior MN 55331-7795

Ted Silen Gresham OR 97030-4321

Geoffroy Laumet Okemos MI 48864-3603

Debbie Stoner Sebastopol CA 95472-4021

Steve Bloomfield Reno NV 89519-0664

Susan Gardner Independence MO 64055-3849

Kelly Lewis Schaumburg IL 60193-1754

Virginia Clark Scottsdale AZ 85251-1537

Jason Healy Austin TX 78703-1662

Linda Santanen Westlake OH 44145-4472

David Stewart Saint Paul MN 55105-3002

Jonathan Kiesling Saint Louis MO 63119-2034

Joyce Ciotti Pittsburgh PA 15216-1440

Sara Hoerlein Bellingham WA 98229-2110

Richard Elzby Meaford ON N4L 1W5

Jim Bakke Orlando FL 32812-1985

George Pate Jacksonville TX 75766-1509

Jennifer Gervasio Wilmette IL 60091-1635

Ken Ellsperman New Bloomfield PA 17068-8657

Roland D'Amour Ottawa ON k2h6t

Carrie Middendorf Smithton IL 62285-3054

Thierry Brouzet Largo FL 33779-0358

Carol Lynn Anderson Greensboro NC 27455-1874

Elaine Preston Rockville MD 20853-3148

Linda Cramer Antioch IL 60002-1843

Karen Nickel Union ME 04862-5831

Allison Fradkin Northbrook IL 60062-3104

Robert Mize Inyokern CA 93527-0021

Robert Kennedy Chicago IL 60614-1337

Davinia Bleijenberg Monterrey None 64000



Michele Johnson Altoona PA 16602-5705

Linda Barnett Ashland OR 97520-3068

Rich Speer Wexford PA 15090-7992

Katherine Cote Milford MA 01757-2419

Mary D Landenberg PA 19350-1575

Taylor Dodson Waynesburg PA 15370-1918

Elizabeth Mazer Huntington NY 11743-5369

Jennifer Reitze Gardiner ME 04345-1811

Robert Rohrbaugh N Lawrence OH 44666-9520

Tammy Haller Knoxville MD 21758-9323

Audrey Morgan Tualatin OR 97062-0421

Mauricio Diaz Baraboo WI 53913-3353

Diane Meyer White Bear Lake MN 55110-3819

Julie Stein Arleta CA 91331-5040

Angelina Schwebke Wichita KS 67207-2418

Jessica Anderson Egg Hbr Twp NJ 08234-7044

John Ballo Bensenville IL 60106-3454

Barbara Merrill Union NH 03887-4469

Brian Thies West Des Moines IA 50266-8673

Ron Houghton Jr. Saint Augustine FL 32080-4101

Jeanette Kirk Colona IL 61241-9781

Lisa Cubeiro Manahawkin NJ 08050-5203

Joseph Skalecki Union ME 04862-4624

John Hitchins Roanoke VA 24014-1510

Jill Alibrandi Redding CT 06896-2201

Joan Glasser Boulder CO 80301-6077

Susan Willard Stow MA 01775-1309

Lawrence Friedrich Simi Valley CA 93063-1804

William Fensterer Fairfield CT 06824-6117

Rose C. Maly, MD Los Angeles CA 90034-4410

Mary Durland ManchesterCenter VT 05255-9677

Daniel Laemmerhirt Tonawanda NY 14150-4607

James Senger Jr Bayfield CO 81122-9702

Deborah Lynch W Hartford CT 06107-1332

Sharon Lee Philadelphia PA 19103-1403

Thomas Pritchard Cape Coral FL 33914-9306

James Tucker Tuscaloosa AL 35405-5424

Vina Gardner Oregon City OR 97045-9346

Justine King New York NY 10021-3444

Bonnie Loughridge Chandler AZ 85244-3072

Philip Gloviak Joliet IL 60433-2153

Ed Bernas Chesterfield VA 23838-1731

Charles Wilmoth San Francisco CA 94124

Deanna Richardson Milwaukee WI 53223-5772

Michele Fisk Henryville PA 18332-7748

Joseph Colton Palm Desert CA 92260-5721

Susan Fleming-Cook Blacksburg VA 24060-1167

Kevin Foley Stillwater MN 55082-5940

Lisa Conner Lutz FL 33548-6121

Barb Morrison Clearwater FL 33764-4124

Lisa Wenzel Albany CA 94706-2316

John Frois Malanda/Qld None 4868

Jessie Skumatz Duluth MN 55811-2158

Christine Reeder Sebring FL 33872-2310



Elizabeth Gorski Scottsdale AZ 85260-6706

Joni Baca Denver CO 80236-3313

Laura Kabernagel Fallston MD 21047-2100

Bruce Scott Pacific Palisades CA 90272-3603

Brandi Carey Largo FL 33771-2770

Kathleen Mazzouccolo Bayonne NJ 07002-3902

Diane Sakamoto Aiea HI 96701-1885

Jacqueline Sowa Colyer East Fallowfield Twp. PA 19320-4250

Maressa DeFazio Hanson MA 02341-2036

joyce Rietz Sacramento CA 95818-3456

Brent Mikkelson Morrison CO 80465-1606

Robert Bailey Sutherlin OR 97479-7406

Kristi Turner Chicago IL 60618-8308

James Morgan North Haven CT 06473-3829

Sarah Lantto Buffalo MN 55313-1210

Larisa Long Woodstock IL 60098-7821

Karen Crawford Bremen GA 30110-3830

Herman Whiterabbit Madison WI 53713-2620

Kate Inman Fort Collins CO 805214341

Margaret Smith Binghamton NY 13905-4514

Sarah Uharriet St. George UT 84770-1908

Janet Binette Buffalo NY 14223-1934

Misa Yamashita New castle DE 19720-9005

shd sdf gdh KY 41102

Efrain Sanchez Hormigueros PR 00660-1226

Michele Brown Carmichael CA 95608-4135

Olivia Jeske Cocoa FL 32926-5210

Sarita Vij New Delhi None 110048

Sam Naifeh San Mateo CA 94402-4043

Kathy Williamson Oldsmar FL 34677-2015

Ann Ohme Mechanicsburg PA 17055-5486

Francisca Vignari Deerfield Beach FL 33441-4335

Catherine Mills Hayward CA 94544-6035

Lynn Reynolds Bethesda MD 20817-6950

Ralph Bekker Grand Rapids MI 49505-3860

Sigrid Scharmann Colfax CA 95713-9132

Claudia Reed Pineland FL 33945-2242

Raymond Crannell Hudson Falls NY 12839-1731

Coralie Benton Albany OR 97321-1157

Christine Stever Sioux Lookout ON P8T 1C3

Renata Mendes de Sa Sao Paulo ME 4401

Jeffrey Schnebelen Stafford VA 22554-1766

Aeron Wild Vancouver BC V6E 2E2

Deborah Osborn Klamath Falls OR 97601-8655

Pamela Thompson Memphis TN 38128-6534

S Berntsson Corona CA 92880-8919

Karen Valentine Soquel CA 95073-9689

Gary McCormick Tucson AZ 85713-4514

G Yuzawa Wyckoff NJ 7481

Tony Piselli Maurertown VA 22644-2255

David Brooks Folsom CA 95630-2035

Janice Barley Napa CA 94558-6479

Caroline Fraser boynton beach FL 33472-2526

Sarah Kaplan Oakland CA 94609-1439



Sharon Fisher St. Helena Island SC 29920-3830

Maxine Hayes New Milford CT 06776-3075

Kristine Griess Portland OR 97202-5746

Judson Wampole Brick NJ 08724-3615

Jarryd Audette Underhill VT 05489-9333

Gary Thomas Houston TX 77081-2313

Jo Baxter-Miguel Laguna Beach CA 92651-3212

barbara Howarth pierefonds QC H8Z 2Z3

Errol Gunn Pretoria None 181

Tonya Michel Keystone CO 80435-7816

Brenda Miller Hendersonville TN 37075-5230

Nancy Kean Brownstown MI 48183-7616

Trisha McCoy Ravenel SC 29470-6402

Andrew Drazek Baton Rouge LA 70809-2012

Jan Stautz-Hamlin Clearwater FL 33756-4661

Pagie Irish Plano TX 75093-2616

Jon Moulesong DeMotte IN 46310-8729

Tony Chase Baton Rouge LA 70816-1552

Charles Conner Ajo AZ 85321-9614

William Crist Pacifica CA 94044-2803

Heidi Urban Montclair CA 91763-4713

Debora Stock Sao Paulo None 5414000

Chris Stukesbary Nevada MO 64772-3817

MItch Hamilton Chandler AZ 85226-1439

Jennifer Waldo Las Vegas NV 89134-0418

Vivian Lentz Santa Fe NM 87507-2558

Stacey Clark Redmond OR 97756-9656

Clotilde Cadman Chester Basin NS B0J 1K0

Joanne Coffey Seguin TX 78155-2235

John Paul Saint Augustine FL 32086-7713

Heath Post Lansing MI 48906-1895

Sterna Viljoen Red Deer AB T4R 0G8

Sharon Longyear Yorktown Heights NY 10598-3229

Veronica Stein Brooklyn NY 11214-3414

Jeff Colton East Williston NY 11596-1411

Loisann Sciarrillo Cibolo TX 78108-2330

Tom Rolofson Colorado Springs CO 80906-4303

Philip Jupp Rancho Santa Fe CA 92067

Dawn Jackson Round Lake IL 60073-1435

Rudi Bohnert Baldenheim FL 67600

Chris pedone Golden CO 80401-9564

Gigi Blanchard Aucamville OH 31140

Lori Mosley Austin TX 78728-3560

Francine Traniello Middleboro MA 02346-6386

Aloysius Wald Columbus OH 43214-1337

Aunties Lisa and Vicki Freeman North Smithfield RI 02896-7519

Lenore Charles Littleton CO 80127-6237

Luann Steely Exeter RI 02822-2105

Jane Hersey Falmouth ME 04105-1217

Gary Keimig Dubois WY 82513-0945

Lois Arnold Moyock NC 27958-9428

Jill Nunez Buckley WA 98321-8410

Jason Warrington Oak Lawn IL 60453-1642

Susan Balanon Santa Clara CA 95051-1310



Kathryn Townsend Olympia WA 98506-9727

Susie Martin Matthews NC 28104-5136

Laura Tilds Bloomfield Hills MI 48301-2939

Oliver Aurand Richmond VA 23230-4524

Diane Nixon Renton WA 98056-8022

Loretta Quarella GREENE NY 13778-2016

Sally Eadie Longwood FL 32779-4651

Rita Rufo Braintree MA 02184-7647

Kimberly Eteeyan Frederick MD 21702-3100

Scott Sanders Kane PA 16735-4731

Erica Schumacher Kerhonkson NY 12446-3002

Nathan Trimble Port Townsend WA 98368-5702

Susan Consorte Greenlawn NY 11740-2114

Mary Curtin Edina MN 55424-1241

Ken McCarthy Sydney Australia QC 2508

Sharon Bodek Rochester MI 48306-2067

Nancy Prendergast Sandwich MA 02563-1871

Camila Yanez Tucson AZ 85746-1325

Diane Dunhill Santa Barbara CA 93105-3214

Chris Miner Waterford MI 48329-1660

Marie Amor Newark NJ 07199-0001

Roger Mairlot Hampton,Middx.England. IA 81042

Jewell Batway Apache Junction AZ 85120-4318

Jack Halley Darien GA 31305-8720

Linda Price Santa Rosa CA 95401-9101

Janice Banks Center Barnstead NH 03225-3602

Joy Williams New Bern NC 28562-7054

Marc Dumas Fairbanks AK 99712-1309

Theresa Neidich Branchburg NJ 08876-6100

Kimberly Masonturcios Winston Salem NC 27103-4845

Alek Hyra SPRINGFIELD VA 22152-1919

Donna Dawson Paullina IA 51046-1010

William Keys West Lafayette IN 47906-9602

Marlene Tucay Anaheim CA 92806-4334

Linda King Bethesda MD 20817-3544

Babbie Chapman Woodstock GA 30188-4055

Joan Langue New York City NY 10012-2430

Edward Day Orwell VT 05760-9642

Barry Yelen Kingston PA 18704-5704

D Milz McHenry IL 60051-9764

Teri Lockton Los Angeles CA 90027-4649

Carl Prellwitz Dover NH 03820-5018

Sandra Crase Menasha WI 54952-1807

Pamela Ward Lyndeborough NH 03082-0195

Claudia Bramm Rhinelander WI 54501-8522

Virginia Kindig Englishtown NJ 07726-9201

Erika Hop Mexico NH 52763

Joann Fechner Kilauea HI 96754-5543

Susan Deans-Smith Leander TX 78641-7624

Celia Thilgen Foothill Ranch CA 92610-2311

Brenda Wallace Berkeley CA 94707-1702

Donna Kalil Larchmont NY 10538-4046

Randy Gerlach Daly City CA 94014-1407

Sheri Spain Decatur IL 62526-3433



Jordan Nieman Los Angeles CA 90068-2415

Dianne Frazier Lincoln NE 68516-2309

Bill Carmen South Ozone Park NY 11420-2112

daphne braga Rio De Janeiro None 20510

Zoe Forest-Cooter Mattawa ON P0H 1V0

Lisa Cimino Independence OH 44131-3246

Eric Jaenike Denver CO 80205-4521

Bob Walters NYC NY 10021-3919

Kathi Ward St Pete FL 33704-2740

Elisabetta Tamiazzo Washington DC 20435-0001

Tucker Thomas Ewing NJ 08628-3423

Michael Dax Santa Fe NM 87505-6462

Deborah Buckler Monroeville PA 15146-1119

Nadine Wallace Tacoma WA 98407-6338

Candace Duran Gallup NM 87301-5623

Holly Smallwood Aliquippa PA 15001-1136

Russell Ziegler Downers Grove IL 60516-2032

Elaine Width Fenton MI 48430-4206

Renita Kearns Hackensack NJ 07601-7760

Oliver Smith Kanab UT 84741-3128

Susie Stech Akron OH 44319-2417

Amanda Graham Albuquerque NM 87108-1525

Carl Skipworth Hollywood FL 33021-2738

Katia Fluhr Rolle None 1180

Joni Dobran Sandia Park NM 87047-9301

Betsy Ridge Whitestown IN 46075-9414

J P Anchorage AK 99507-6705

Frank Verga Monterey CA 93940-6889

Rebecca Wang Alhambra CA 91801-6817

Samuel Thorpe New York NY 10009-5265

Maureen Griffin Los Altos CA 94022-1743

Heather W New York NY 10111-0100

Jessica Grubbs Topeka KS 66604-1502

Tim Weddington Hurricane WV 25526-1229

Sarah Dean Washington DC 20009-4420

Angela Esslinger WICHITA KS 67211-3212

Paul Lipton Brooklyn NY 11223-1591

Brian Dalton Dearborn Heights MI 48125-2118

Tanya Wenrich Selinsgrove PA 17870-9445

Breanna Lonas Glen Allen VA 23060-2405

Dianne Kilpatrick Olmsted Twp OH 44138-2122

Debra Elder Bloomingburg NY 12721-4950

Nina Peralta Las Vegas NV 89129-7676

Caren Grabinsky Burnaby BC V5G 2J1

Trise Ruskay Nederland CO 80466-9716

Mary Cooke Seattle WA 98199-1305

Robin Siner WESTFORD MA 01886-3033

Sara Stepnicka Phoenix AZ 85022-1330

Karen Mauermann lebanon junction KY 40150-8050

Orna Zagiel GILLETTE NJ 07933-1517

Charmaine White Killeen TX 76541-7983

Stephanie Larro Woodland Hills CA 91367-6048

Alison Smith Gloucester Point VA 23062-2237

Cari Whitaker Berwick ME 03901-2832



William Maynard BOWIE MD 20715-2004

Jennifer Cox CARMICHAEL CA 95608-3095

Diana Woodcock Midlothian VA 23113-2101

Don Reinberg GREENBRAE CA 94904-1901

Michael Motta Holland MI 49424-2114

Nathan Miller San Diego CA 92102-1208

Regina Watkins Tucson AZ 85745-3524

Randy O'Neill Clermont FL 34714-8222

Obie Hunt Bronx NY 10456-3941

Lizann Warner Fontana CA 92336-3267

John Flater Lutherville MD 21093-4824

Jana Doak RENTON WA 98059-3932

David Alford Studio City CA 91604-1156

Ann-Kristine Jakobsen Tomter, Norway None 1825

Claire Morris Austin TX 78722-1030

Dawn Lynn Cheyenne WY 82001-9209

Debasri Roy Nashua NH 03062-3511

Dave Mills Lockhart TX 78644-1812

J Swanson Kildeer IL 60047-8713

Rebecca Vesper Villa Hills KY 41017-3601

Tammy Fisher Cedar Lake IN 46303-9635

Kathy Kreuter Fort Worth TX 76112-4405

Tina Ethridge Seattle WA 98101-4239

Leah Yamaguchh Fairview OR 97024-6762

Meredith Fraser Bartlesville OK 74006-8041

Giancarlo Vacca North Massapequa NY 11758-1029

James Bucolo Deerfield Beach FL 33442-1422

Margaret Rasmussen Pensacola FL 32504-7327

Sharon Wojno Mount Pleasant SC 29466-6500

Franz Limper Castroville CA 95012-2902

Thomas Klusaritz Allentown PA 18103-9672

Eileen Juric Raleigh NC 27605-1201

Lori Miranda Cortlandt Manor NY 10567-1541

Laura Woods Norway SC 29113-9223

J A Trosper Provo UT 84601-5010

Pete Peterson Chicago IL 60613-2715

Jodi Rosenblatt Scottsdale AZ 85262-4411

Jeanne Out Ewing NJ 08628-2916

Lawrence Magliola Sequim WA 98382-9310

Rebecca Bohmsach WISC RAPIDS WI 54494-9535

Bev Santaniello West Springfield MA 01089-3342

Tina Peak Palo Alto CA 94301-1048

Stewart Cresswell Long Eaton AK 54683

Heather Perlmutter New York NY 10128-6102

Rachel Morr Valparaiso IN 46383-6749

Steven Morris Sevierville TN 37876

Ken Ross Ann Arbor MI 48103-4860

Liza Hamoy Fort Wayne IN 46825-6572

Ron Price Ontario CA 91762-4311

Jennifer Love Ashford AL 36312-7303

George Schiffner San Jose CA 95125-4503

Roy Nemko Grayslake IL 60030-7153

Karen Bond Jupiter FL 33458-3886

Geoff Whiting Joseph OR 97846-0591



Christopher Nicolosi Houston TX 77062-2535

M. Leslie Milpitas CA 95035-3532

Alisha Leviten Shoreline WA 98155-6018

Karen Hafer San Clemente CA 92672-5234

David Olson South Milwaukee WI 53172-2535

Trish Carney San Rafael CA 94901-1720

Sandra Knights Edina MN 55439-1248

Lynne Farmer Rushford MN 55971-5047

Kiara Johnson Lutz FL 33549-4129

K L Roseburg OR 97470

Karla Hinton Ponca City OK 74601-6919

Wendy Seymour Billerica MA 01821-2847

Arthur Goldsmith Henderson NV 89052-6949

Ellen Hallahan Honeoye Falls NY 14472-9406

Kathy Behl-Whiting Plantation FL 33322-4409

John Holden Worcester MA 01606-2670

Gary Gilbert Tucson AZ 85737-5905

Peter Sexton Cohasset MA 02025-1338

Billy Rankin Huntington Beach CA 92648-4019

Rachael Pappano Mattawamkeag ME 04459-3229

Linda Frischer Santa Rosa CA 95403-4176

Sarah Ragalyi Lathrup Village MI 48076-2621

Sheila Stevens Ft Washington PA 19034-1234

Jamie McNail Herculaneum MO 63048-1025

Brenda Trueblood Anderson IN 46013-3216

Joanna Hollis Wyomissing PA 19610-2130

Barbara Merrill Hudson NH 03051-3655

Felicia Felicione Mcadoo PA 18237-1827

Chastity Abel Dover PA 17315-4539

Susan Bailey Martinsville IN 46151-6742

Dennis Milam Seattle WA 98102-6805

Paul Tramontano Escalante UT 84726-7971

Kathrine Farley Yelm WA 98597-9772

Diane Jackson Durham NC 27713-9333

Sheila Erlbaum Philadelphia PA 19119-2406

Raul Del Solar Miami FL 33131-2403

Theresa Willis Soda Springs ID 83276-1464

Nathalie Varniere Saint Etienne du Rouvray None 76800

Sylvie Pelletier Laval QC H7T 0A1

Breana Driscoll Bolingbrook IL 60440-2603

Laura D Albany CA 94706-1525

Daniel Salmen Pittsburgh PA 15205-2208

Lisa Lewis West Hartford CT 06119-1157

Barbara Rebenstorf Oregon City OR 97045-2788

Kathy Kulanda Grand Rapids MI 49504-5912

Nona Pepkowski Perkasie PA 18944-2140

Robin Ching Kapolei HI 96707-1044

Kenneth Wright Santa Rosa CA 95403-1736

Mary McDaniel northfield VT 05663-5710

Omar Boumali El Paso TX 79901-1229

Oscar Bird Mountain Park GA 30075-1110

Annette Coomber Ringwood NJ 07456-2816

Harold Veeder Poughkeepsie NY 12601-3914

Jim Barritt Shelbyville TN 37160-6545



Cindy Grigsby Versailles IN 47042-9153

Georgann Richard Erie PA 16506-1888

Alice Alford Blythe CA 92226-2323

Linda Rosland Milwaukee WI 53212-1627

Heather Hightower Lubbock TX 79423-2103

Eveline Tapp San Francisco CA 94111-1032

Roberto Penaherrera Seaside CA 93955-6701

Donald Priest Petoskey MI 49770-8604

Jacquelyn Brown La Crosse WI 54603-1474

Daniel Wright Tumwater WA 98501-4149

Helen Cooluris Fairfax CA 94930-1726

David Kuzmeskus Aiken SC 29801-8106

Cathie Kwasneski Brodhead WI 53520-9573

Janice Dutka North Olmsted OH 44070-3830

Maureen OliverBorquez Denver CO 80214-4281

Mr.Lynnward Lacy St Petersburg FL 33705-5813

Stephanie Silva Rochester MN 55906-3726

Lyrysa Smith Denver CO 80231-5623

Jessica Boyer Harrisburg PA 17111-7062

Felix Romero Mission Hills CA 91345-2216

James Vander Poel Northborough MA 01532-1307

Jennifer Messina Ely NV 89301-2101

Jessica Coolidge Portland OR 97211-4311

Renee Hocevar Walton Hills OH 44146-4121

Bruce Troutman Key West FL 33040-5126

Tamara Saarinen gig harbor WA 98335-1802

Kimberly Bach Shingle Springs CA 95682-9434

Linda Wuethrich Young Harris GA 30582-1535

Lisa Brehm Jefferson LA 70121-1111

Julie Berberi St Charles IL 60175-6962

Reed Dils Buena Vista CO 81211-9215

Carol Hatfield Indianapolis IN 46203-5113

Wendy Worth Orlando FL 32819-7279

Paul Acosta Houston TX 77025-2411

Lynn Gleason Stillwater NY 12170-1712

Tiffany Snyder Boulder CO 80305-5434

Bonnie Watson BALDWINSVILLE NY 13027-9315

Courtney Bounds New Orleans LA 70119-5907

Michael Bordenave Fresno CA 93728-2941

Shannon Leitner Edwardsville IL 62025-2647

Susan Wyoral Duxbury MA 02332-4335

David Jones Ogden UT 84403-0305

James Corrigan Brookfield WI 53005-1415

Dee Packard Portland OR 97215-2909

April Piela Shannon Waldwick NJ 07463-1232

Pamela Lasselle Tigard OR 97224-2544

Laura Gandy San Francisco CA 94103-1004

Herbert Lord Columbia SC 29205-2737

Corinne Marrone Centereach NY 11720-4152

Robert Oliver Boston MA 02210-1131

Pat Powers-Jaeger Portland OR 97217-8218

donna valdez SNOQUALMIE WA 98065-9675

Alistair Kanaan Bogota None 11111

Mark Bould Whitefish MT 59937-8800



Hector Mallet Mexico None 11000

Adina Lesperance Northville MI 48167-2113

Isabelle Golion Saint-Amour MS 391603939

Donna Palica Prescott AZ 86301-4406

Sally Gilmore Vergennes VT 5491

Kathleen Heisey Carlisle PA 17015-9480

Helen Curran Tripoli None None

Lorraine Dumas Lexington KY 40511-8841

Lynn Brown Longview TX 75604-1544

Richard Gillaspie Nashville TN 37209-1726

Susan Tice Brandon MS 39047-7215

Joyce Olsen Tooele UT 84074-2321

Karen Fain Clarkesville GA 30523-3704

Silva Harr Concord CA 94521-2205

Josette Salazar San Antonio TX 78211-1941

Noel-Anne Brennan Peace Dale RI 02879-2129

Jennifer Murray Saint Louis MO 63116-1280

Layne Wallace Fort Collins CO 80524-4230

Kim Frazier Newark OH 43055-3003

Caroline DuBose Cary NC 27511-5222

Francis Budd Katy TX 77494-4572

Tony Segura Las Vegas NV 89106-4148

Susan Donaldson Boulder CO 80302-9478

Ryan Thomas Ann Arbor MI 48108-2447

Cynthia Bernett Concord NC 28027-8264

Rosalie Mcmenamin Chicago IL 60622-3106

Barbara Carson PALMDALE CA 93551

Susan Mathews Beaufort SC 29906-9200

August Oberti Staten Island NY 10314-2007

Christine Weathersbee Gilbert AZ 85297-7743

Heidi Davis Tipp City OH 45371-7611

Perry Gx Tustin CA 92780-7011

Debra Greenley Chicago Heights IL 60411-1916

Lindsey Hughes Louisville KY 40245-2110

Justina Gruling Wausau WI 54403-7518

Kebra Wolfe Knoxville TN 37921-5202

Jim Rogers Woodstock GA 30188-1384

Lisa Watson West Mifflin PA 15122-3928

Heather Derwin Big Rapids MI 49307-9283

David Scheer Bellingham WA 98225-8280

Dean Howe Bonney Lake WA 98391-9579

Mary-Ann Sodrel New Albany IN 47150-2115

Margaret Devaney Williamsport PA 17701-9773

Beth Braun Chicago IL 60640-6277

Carlton Russell Anchorage AK 99508-4723

Stephanie Nunez Van Nuys CA 91405-3142

Susan McCarthy Winchester VA 22603-4043

Gary Baxel Cathedral Cty CA 92234-3861

Luanne Degastyne Sumter SC 29153-5102

Glen Anderson Lacey WA 98503-2723

Erika Agnew New York NY 10105-0302

Maria Kjaerulff Gig Harbor WA 98335-3685

Helena Gustafsson Hjo WI 54433

Judy Orts New Windsor NY 12553-6128



George Riser Huntingdon Valley PA 19006-2373

Molly Harami Sonora CA 95370-5236

Lisa Krause West Bend WI 53095-4535

Pat Syvertsen New Haven CT 06515-2223

Elizabeth Smead Pittsfield MA 01201-5222

Erik Larue Burlington WA 98233-9670

Linda Spangler Upper Darby PA 19082-2117

Mary Sparks Katy TX 77449-5638

Maria Krueger Corpus Christi TX 78413-3829

Nancy Hawker Windermere FL 34786-6673

Linda Brittsan Twin Falls ID 83301-4717

Timothy Rohde Poughkeepsie NY 12601-2843

Charles Poremba Deerfield IL 60015-4279

Mike Ricci Minneapolis MN 55432-4443

Gerald Swarzman Chicago IL 60614-5205

Christina LaRocca Vacaville CA 95687-5993

Gordon Grant Chicago IL 60614-1872

H.C. Wit s-Gravendeel FL 32955

William Brock Fort Collins CO 80521-2549

David Friedman Jackson Heights NY 11372-5454

Sandra Uribe Palmyra VA 22963-2419

Carroll Presant Milltown NJ 08850-2106

Midori Furutate New York NY 10040-3814

Aimee Charbonneau New Orleans LA 70117-2501

Anusch Ricaud Mar del Plata None 7600

Clarence Bolin Boise ID 83702-1438

Anna Camarata MAITLAND FL 32751-4027

Dayanara Montes De Oca San Tan Valley AZ 85142-6179

Fabio Hennessy Bend OR 97702-9504

Geralyn Gulseth Alameda CA 94502-6701

Susan Himes-Powers San Francisco CA 94122-4147

John Reckling Henderson NV 89052-6839

Leonid Volovnik Plano TX 75093-6326

Maria Molina Guatemala None 1002

Mireille Kanj Laval QC H7P 6G4

Shawn Sommer Peyton CO 80831-4074

Gabriela Vargas Cuernavaca None 62300

Tammy Ralston Mississauga ON L5H 3R2

Veronica Bourassa Evensville TN 37332-3269

Paul Beaudry Worcester MA 01603-1169

William Mentzer Edgewood MD 21040-3725

Stanley Barreto Lubbock TX 79415-3277

Karen Suit Falling Waters WV 25419-3617

Sean O'Dell Renton WA 98056-3540

Terri Mckown Inyokern CA 93527-3228

Brenda Feliciano Ourinhos NY 12581

Dixie Mullineaux Berkeley Springs WV 25411-5720

Muneswary Kaliappan Kuala Lumpur MS 58200

S. Madigan Meadow Vista CA 95722-9575

Eithne Clarke Orlando FL 32821-5545

Dale Gallineau Hamburg NY 14075-6410

Amy Bushnell Westminster CO 80031-3805

Michael Johnston San Diego CA 92176-6321

Susan McGsughey West Fork AR 72774-9223



Kay Merica Hope ID 83836-0399

Susan Castelli-Hill Melville NY 11747-2008

Julia Fettig Cornwall Bridge CT 06754-1237

Liza Deras Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730-6701

Amy Taracido Coal Center PA 15423-1037

Betsy Cruise Durham NC 27705-2775

Naomi Enamorado Bremen IN 46506-9798

Cindy Baker Covington KY 41011-3941

Karen Klein Sequim WA 98382-3756

Rochelle Gravance Columbus MT 59019-1205

Jim & June Stuhr Minneapolis MN 55406-2324

Linda Sperry Felton DE 19943

Todd Williams Elm Grove WI 53122-2323

Debbie Appel Steamboat Springs CO 80477-0064

Michelle Mitchell Cornelius NC 28031-8018

Amy Mueller Avon NY 14414-1309

Gay Cheney Greensboro NC 27405

Monika Winchester Durham NC 27712-2214

Barbara Van Dusen Cape Coral FL 33914-5050

Jeanine Weber Grand Rapids MI 49546-8047

Elizabeth Ramoni New Orleans LA 70115-1916

Steven Yankoviak Kalamazoo MI 49006-3417

Jonathan Abrams New Rochelle NY 10804-4511

Denise Hercher Clifton CO 81520-7975

Michael Sarver Croton Hdsn NY 10520-1659

Deb Williamson Frankfort KY 40601-5520

Liesbeth Van Den Berg Medford MA 02155-2224

Mary Barratt Denver CO 80203-1827

Rachel Cairns Hermiston OR 97838-6120

Dale Bushyhead Glenpool OK 74033-3740

Pete Garland Signal Mountain TN 373771929

Aaron Anderson Albuquerque NM 87112

Matthew Ford New Haven CT 06511-1843

Gary Viders Merrick NY 11566-0449

D. Chalfin Framingham MA 01702-

Miriam Hemphill Gainesville FL 32653-8817

Aaron Brubaker HINSDALE IL 60521-3341

Mike Eads Centennial CO 80121-3512

Anne Handley Austin TX 78752-1317

Phillip McMurray Brewster NY 10509-0300

Myra Perez Marengo IL 60152-3633

Reina Casanellas New York NY 10025-4561

Catherine Kilgore Huachuca City AZ 85616-8126

Marty Mason Highland Heights OH 44143-3601

Lori Hukari Hood River OR 97031-1053

William Lees San Diego CA 92104-4243

Jan Campbell Elkton FL 32033-0103

Michael Bunnell Boise ID 83702-2505

Michelle graves Farmington MO 63640-1942

Tim Schmitt Arlington VA 22205-1135

Andrea Bounds Roswell GA 30075-8260

Cynthia Young Austin TX 78757-2833

Teresa Lyman Buckeye AZ 85396-8008

Robert Elmore Plainfield IL 60586-6587



Bc Shelby Portland OR 97209-3464

David Simpkin Pelham NH 03076-5706

Steven Morrell Burlington CT 06013-1621

Laura Mandel New York NY 10019-3747

Steve Williams Tacoma WA 98406-8210

Les Beall Aurora IL 60505-4448

Ted LaPage Corvallis OR 97330-2211

Betty Anderson Bowling Green KY 42103-2413

Wendi Quest Medford MA 02155-4538

Stacy Woeppel Newfoundlamd PA 18445-9623

Roger Southward Placitas NM 87043-9335

David Jones Indianapolis IN 46256-1564

Dawn Benjamin Lowell MI 49331-9557

Louis Esposito Brooklyn NY 11209-8026

Linda Kinsel Fort Collins CO 80524-9389

Lisa Gengo Norwalk CT 06855-2402

Carol Ralph Hot Springs Village AR 71909-8000

Patricia De Francis Saint Paul MN 55116-2630

Diane Falk Everett WA 98206-1163

Cecyl Ivie Washington DC 20036-6211

Sandra Middour Round Hill VA 20141-1829

Leigh Bunting ARVADA CO 80004-5044

Michael C Exeter NH 03833-2470

Erika Kolecki Perkasie PA 18944-1873

Susan Green Rochester NY 14610-2819

Phillip Hope New York NY 10009-1642

Lise Fischer Salt Lake City UT 84105-1257

Christi Magruder Silver Spring MD 20901-1949

Robert Chasteen Naperville IL 60565-2555

Leo Uzych Wallingford PA 19086-6615

Krystina Giles Caldwell TX 77836-0905

R.J. Snyder Indianapolis IN 46268-1320

Gerald Gamer Pound Ridge NY 10576-2125

Warren Nystrom Pgh PA 15218-1121

Frances Bean Romney WV 26757-1300

Vicki Brown Ossian IN 46777-9348

Jeff Kulp Raleigh NC 27612-6111

Lois Looney Kochie Houston TX 77062-2720

Germano Brandes Washington DC 20006

Jinn Ngo Brooklyn NY 11234-4507

Andrew Frantz Rochester NY 14621-3144

Tim Speece Brownsville TX 78521-1615

Denise Jennings Huntington Station NY 11746-6531

James Beeler II Boonsboro MD 21713-1711

Ken Andera Algonac MI 48001-1038

Kent Smith Melbourne FL 32940-1886

Donald Harland Candler NC 28715-2080

Richard Johnson Bellingham WA 98227-3138

Kenneth Bierman Tucson AZ 85705-1669

Rick Hennigar Ann Arbor MI 48103-2005

Jeff Ditto Lakewood CO 80232-6472

Kate Hermann Waltham MA 02451-2228

Jeffrey Sterling Cleveland Heights OH 44121-2077

Joe Omeara Mpls MN 55411-2325



Chris Baglia Jamestown NY 14701-5842

Guadalupe Yanez El Paso TX 79938-7743

Abigail Chatelain Picayune MS 39466-4903

Rachel Hess Luckey OH 43443-0396

Louise Quigley Braintree MA 02184-1513

Diana Bain Bridport VT 05734-4413

Maryann Kage Chicago IL 60641-1913

Paul Lane Braintree MA 02184-4716

Mary Millard Evergreen CO 80439-4601

Ronald Karpick Falls Church VA 22044-1242

Travis Bertram Monticello KY 42633-3148

Ivana Breznik New York NY 10021-2559

Roy Rhue Gainesville FL 32605-4441

Rollin Pizzala Kenosha WI 53144

Julie Frey Monroe NC 28110-8151

Leslie Cohen Wilmette IL 60091-2958

Scott Matash Macomb MI 48044-5922

Robert Fanniff Latham NY 12110-1943

Beth Renwick Baltimore MD 21218-2807

John Schenck Camden SC 29020-2921

Johanna Held Louisville KY 40207-3829

Katie Strohm-Priesman Prineville OR 97754-8594

Donna Mulvey Gieber Cave Creek AZ 85331-4800

Chris McCully Northampton MA 01060-4017

Anne Ryland-Anderson Ashland OR 97520-3236

Gayle Blakeslee Chicago IL 60638-2845

Martin Watts St.Marys MA 02760-

Scheree Davis Claremore OK 74019-2292

Paul McClung Harwood Heights IL 60706-4811

Joseph Yencich Bothell WA 98011-6829

Kimberly Hollis Winter WI 54896-7826

D.K. Hodges Hull Silver Spring MD 20906-1310

Jeffrey Ballou Superior WI 54880-8209

Marianne Salamone Summerville SC 29483-5062

Henry Albert Elkins Park PA 19027-1308

JoAnn McIntosh Clarksville TN 37043-6810

Patrick Martin Notre Dame IN 46556-5639

Rebecca Kraimer Las Cruces NM 88011-7222

Jeff Freels Lacey WA 98503-6927

Jeff Reagan Charlestown MA 02129-3125

Mishia Hunwick Saint Clair Shores MI 48082-1801

Michael Malaguti Hudson MA 01749-2035

Noelle Thompson Sunfield MI 48890-9024

Sherry Howard Madison ME 04950-3405

Elaine Strassburger Richmond Heights OH 44143-2615

Beverly Bathke Menomonie WI 54751-5530

Janice Gigli Gosport IN 47433-7716

Jacob Pendlebury Marblehead MA 01945-2533

Gary LaMaster Lake City MN 55041-1172

Catherine Kroeger Hudson MA 01749-2807

Deidre Gotjen Phoenix AZ 85022-5343

Janet Petermann Austin TX 78756-3615

Gonzalo Glagovsky Robbinsdale MN 55422-2219

Russ Dusek Forest Park IL 60130-2216



Regina B Garden City NY 11530-1510

Larry Narlock Grants Pass OR 97526-3856

Thomas Purnell Vernon NJ 07462-0897

Jim Callison Cumming GA 30041-5443

Evan Krichevsky Potomac MD 20854-3016

Karen Koenig Fairfax VA 22031-4803

Bryan Howard Mansfield OH 44903-9303

Josh Staquet Royersford PA 19468-1889

Dennis Bahr Snohomish WA 98296-8436

Sharon Miville Willington CT 06279-1646

Valerie Serafini Pleasant Prairie WI 53158-4300

Bruce Moyer Souderton PA 18964-2303

Joan Cohen Saint Louis MO 63105-2679

Sara Bonnette Bay City MI 48708-5533

Barbara Chidester Chicago IL 60630-2744

Sharon & James Williams Oxford NJ 07863-3121

Yolanda Ferguson Georgetown TX 78628-1910

John Harris Winter Garden FL 34787-5519

Malc Moore Portola CA 96122-8210

Pat Rustad Durango CO 81301-5618

Sarah Payette Macomb MI 48042-1013

Michelle Suiter Ann Arbor MI 48103-6170

B Mielke Columbia MO 65202-7889

Margaret Keene Madras OR 97741-9396

Kelly Hogue Greenwood IN 46142-5226

Richard Dagnall Sugar Land TX 77479-9661

Melissa Orourke Chandler AZ 85286-0236

Michael Costa Prescott AZ 86301-2912

Jen Scibetta Cheektowaga NY 14225-1145

Carol Yerden North FORK ID 83466-0098

Elisabeth Loos Grand Rapids MI 49506-3457

Sandra Pearson Delafield WI 53018-1426

Debbie Ellis Cotopaxi CO 81223-8680

Susan Espinoza Minnetonka MN 55343-7107

Gwen Dudley Dallas OR 97338-3066

Ellen Atkinson Charlotte Court House VA 23923-4318

Tyler Graham Harrisburg PA 17112-2147

Janice Murphey Albuquerque NM 87120-5277

Erik Whitlock Fort worth TX 76244-6140

Chelsi Williams Fredericksburg VA 22407-2344

Tina Trice Sandston VA 23150-5465

Bryan Bertie Toronto ON M4K 1X7

Alexandra Haffner Fallbrook CA 92028-9722

Robert Ayers Vail AZ 85641-2846

Juan Hernandez El Paso TX 79915-3311

L. L. Wilkinson Taos NM 87571-1406

Barbara Whitehair Haverhill MA 01832-5552

Liz H St Petersburg FL 33712-4610

Jocelyn Parris Breckenridge CO 80424-7113

Emily Rodriguez Chicago IL 60657-5143

Lorena Cox Irvine CA 92612-2325

Judy Saltzman-Saveker Los Osos CA 93402-1617

Kathryn Cross Louisville KY 40214-1038

Felicia Johnson San Francisco CA 94107-1352



Nancy Cormia Cliffside Pk NJ 07010-3215

Tyler Green Scottsdale AZ 85260-4626

Jennifer Claunch-Meyers Milwaukee WI 53221-1234

Chris Nolasco Oak Harbor WA 98277-7211

Alana Schwartz Ghent NY 12075-4036

Robert Palmer El Cerrito CA 94530-2152

Susan Burns Colorado Springs CO 80904-1930

Marisa Besteiro Cape Town None 7449

Cara Brzezicki Littleton CO 80125-8875

Carmencita Fuentes Makati City None 1235

carolyn davies sandringham None 3191

Christine Drea Durham NC 27707-2111

Caroline Mislove Brooklyn NY 11238-5757

Candi Ausman Fremont CA 94536-1657

Denny Barnes Sublimity OR 97385-0337

Derek Wilke Brisbane ME 04108-

Di Ellis Christchurch NZ None 8083

Dunja Messer New York NY 10032-5479

rephaela goldblum ramat gan IL 52853

J. Gurdin San Francisco CA 94122-4617

Jennifer Rankin Perkasie PA 18944-4134

Jane Drews McHenry IL 60050-4947

Barbara Achey Union Dale PA 18470-7722

Carolina MartÃ¿Ânez Montevideo None 11200-

Kimberly Gill Lakewood CO 80226-2734

Lisa Zales Centennial CO 80122-3857

Elizabeth Miszlay Las Vegas NV 89141-3988

Melissa Elder Marysville PA 17053-9210

Melissa Jarrett Lymington CO 94468

Ninethe Pettersson 71493 Kopparberg None 71493 Swede

Nigel Sawyer Jackson GA 30233-3107

Pierre Schlemel Old Bethpage NY 11804-1615

Elaine Costolo Picayune MS 39466-2525

Patricia Stark Rochester NY 14624-2939

Ralph Richardson Dronfield MD 21826

Rebecca Garrett Groveport OH 43125-9470

Jean Polous Burbank IL 60459-1252

Leonard Messina Middletown CT 06457-2368

Conner Kent Costa Mesa CA 92626-1927

Ursula BRENTANO Blonay None 1807

Anjelah Ellis Gaffney SC 29340-5150

Thinh Ngo Arlington TX 76002-4326

Roger Scarth Brampton ON L6T 2M2

Barbara Wood Wells ME 04090-5388

Ann Waters Pomeroy PA 19367-0114

Simone Sello Los Angeles CA 90035-1825

Nancy Schwall Stafford VA 22554-7652

Bonnie Heimbigner Spokane WA 99224-9606

France Zweber Theux ME 4900

Christine Norman Cocoa FL 32926-1707

Jesahel Juignet Chas MO 63160-

R. Raspotnik Casselberry FL 32707-5239

Storm Cunningham Arlington VA 22207-1139

Gail McDonald Dayville CT 06241-1317



Michelle Barsom Cairo GA 39828-3783

Rhys Atkinson Corte Madera CA 94925-1599

Shawn Clotworthy Annapolis MD 21401-2709

Lorena Bouret Buenos Aires None 1428

Keith Wilkins Mount Laurel NJ 08054-1912

Joe Cetano Coral Springs FL 33071-8025

Allison Matthews Alpharetta GA 30004-7828

Bill Ahrens St Petersburg FL 33710-3418

Sara Greene Boca Raton FL 33433-4125

Megan Odle Waverly TN 37185-0414

Karen Cavey Chanhassen MN 55317-9273

Anne Bishop San Ramon CA 94582-1457

Naomi Klass New York NY 10011-1908

John Abbott Marcus Hook PA 19061-4534

Diane McDonnell Silver Spring MD 20906-2041

Dawne Santopietro Macedon NY 14502-8636

Karen Sapsay Winston Salem NC 27107-5272

Kaija Jones Vashon WA 98070-7629

Janice Tomlian Lansing MI 48910-2909

Jean Billings Chula Vista CA 91910-3216

Nelson Molina Buena Park CA 90620-2148

David Field Northridge CA 91324-3808

Jennifer Smith Tinton Falls NJ 07724-2624

Laura Collette New Smyrna Beach FL 32168-4311

Jennifer Belmonte Merrimack NH 03054-6626

Sandra Glavey Ocala FL 34476-8932

John Essman Healdsburg CA 95448-1381

Dennis Krueger Appleton WI 54911-4552

Randy Vitto Simi Valley CA 93065-4839

Gerri Battistessa Petaluma CA 94952-4115

Eva Papoutsi Tallahassee FL 32317-0501

Cynthia McWilliams Clarksville TN 37040-6736

Jesse Mallory Kennewick WA 99337-3927

Gail Lebeck New City NY 10956-2416

Huntley Hennessy Los Lunas NM 87031-7602

Ramiro Noguerol Haiku HI 96708-5602

Pat Thielman Buffalo MN 55313-4717

Lynn Rambo-Jones Edmond OK 73013-7575

Brittany Chinigo Norwich CT 06360-1362

Martha Nuno Canoga Park CA 91304-1526

Nathan Jimenez Portland OR 97214-5970

Cassie Craine Baltimore MD 21218-4610

Laura Hahn Syracuse NY 13212-1317

Claire Leavitt Allston MA 02134-2253

Richard Guevara Plover WI 54467-3580

Martha Zamora Ontario CA 91764-3641

Jan Phillips Kernersville NC 27285

Lucinda Tucker Hamilton NJ 08619-3401

Robert Miller Lebanon NH 03766-1526

Geri Sterling Frankfort IL 60423-6998

lynn baldini orange CA 92869

Elizabeth Hecker Yorba Linda CA 92886-6833

Shari Sternfels Vineland NJ 08360-4388

Susan Jordan Minneapolis MN 55422-3411



Jessica Denis West Palm Beach FL 33409-3659

Anthony Jammal Roseville CA 95661-5968

Janice Wilfing Springfield OH 45505-3519

Marcia Furman Torrington CT 06790-6752

Jeanne Buterbaugh Cheswick PA 15024-2352

Roz Connor Pueblo CO 81003-2561

Judi Malinish New Franklin OH 44216-9331

Dee Doochin Nashville TN 37205-4705

Jan Stone Beaverton OR 97007-4732

Stanley Brewer LaFrance SC 29656

Patti Herring Evergreen CO 80439-6306

Mary Wylie Ballwin MO 63011-4155

Pamela Duane Carlyle IL 62231-6629

Mari Dominguez Linden CA 95236-9419

Lucinda Gardner Stratham NH 03885-2314

Marilyn Russell Jackson NJ 08527-4699

Johanna Jara CLIFTON NJ 07013-1533

Terri Taylor Glen Burnie MD 21061-3713

Michelle Woods Virginia Beach VA 23456-7503

Charles Updegraph Garfield NJ 07026-4607

Jack Gajda Passaic NJ 07055-7001

Michelle Cobert Mount Ephraim NJ 08059-1054

Susan Petersen Hailey ID 83333-8788

P. Ohm Boulder CO 80304-0999

Edward Macan Eureka CA 95501-2564

Brian Jeffery Aguanga CA 92536

Sven Furberg Kent CT 06757-1718

Patrick Boot Dallas TX 75229-5350

Elaine Lefevre Glendale AZ 85310-3022

Lyle Austin Galesburg IL 61401-8578

Moana Leong Mililani HI 96789-1538

Nicole Uhing Des Moines IA 50310-6240

M. Garmany Ann Arbor MI 48103-1681

Virginia Mainus Galeton PA 16922-0165

Victoria Iannantuono berlin MD 21811-2935

Joseph Huttner Waukesha WI 53186-6013

Jerri Sue Dawson Saint Augustine FL 32086-6229

Missie Eshbaugh Fort Myers FL 33901-8761

Jeff Beard Glendale AZ 85306-2518

Caren Mehay Commerce Township MI 48382-4634

Judith McSwain Belmont MA 02478-2114

Sallie Donkin Essex CT 06426-1323

Dawn Wriedt Mauston WI 53948-1369

Bruce Aldridge Marietta GA 30060-5520

Colleen Schafer Baldwin MD 21013-9112

April Eversole Hanoverton OH 44423-9764

Irma del Barrio Laredo TX 78045-1964

Kathleen Obre Venice FL 34293-4547

Gerard Convento Los Angeles CA 90004-2712

David Domal Urbana IL 61802-9447

Daniela Goncalves Oakland park FL 33334-2965

Peter Sayre Annandale VA 22003-1426

Sonia Ness Elk Grove Village IL 60007-3418

Kate Gelhard New Windsor MD 21776-8226



Mark Sarnacki Troy NY 12180-6957

Sharon Kocher Sebastopol CA 95472-6411

Catherine Ogburn Louisville KY 40216-5360

Catherine Pokrop Rochester Hills MI 48309-3025

Paul Crouser Chatham IL 62629-9777

Christy Moneymaket Ledbetter KY 42058-9762

Kristen Krupicka Mt vernon WA 98273-4845

Heather Frederick Philadelphia PA 19115-4507

Scott Kennedy Keizer OR 97303-3564

Derek Duszynski sacramento CA 95834-3851

Janice Pinner Covington LA 70433-8189

Lorraine Elletson Washington DC 20012

Sheryl Ulmer Jacksonville FL 32225-3177

Fred Suhr McAllen TX 78504-5625

Penny Pickles Martinsburg WV 25403-5410

Leslie Kirby SANFORD FL 32771-4019

Robert Kennedy Hatfield PA 19440-3722

Michael Cushing Duxbury MA 02332-3122

Holly Barr Kansas City MO 64118-1039

Donna Davidheiser Centerport PA 19516-0115

Sally Wise West Bend WI 53095-3209

Debby Horan Holiday FL 34691-3602

Alice Darby Los Angeles CA 90048-4227

Alan MacLamroc Smyrna GA 30080-5683

Nancy Fohn Los Lunas NM 87031-8740

Kimberly Jordan Cary NC 27513-3471

Lori Koon San Francisco CA 94110-1719

Judy Love Ashford AL 36312-7303

Tane Lowe Littleton CO 80129-5690

Sheila Marshall Jacksonville FL 32244-5009

Eileen Burnell Standish ME 04084-6652

Robbie Humphreys Frisco TX 75035-8635

Laxmi Banerjee Brooklyn NY 11220-5759

Sherita Wilson Amherst NY 14228-2003

Phillip Connor Saratoga Springs NY 12866-8724

James DeLeon Plano TX 75023-2051

Horst Ralston Fort George G Meade MD 20755-0228

Dorene and Ron Richman West Orange NJ 07052-2015

Heidi Nurse Fair Oaks CA 95628-3435

Michelle Malaspino Fairhaven MA 02719-1802

Tonya Valentine Ortonville MI 48462-9765

Chester Durrance Grass Valley CA 95949-7605

Angela Hansen Bloomington MN 55431-3367

David Gallardo Alhambra CA 91803-2917

Julien Jegou Irvine CA 92618-3417

Vaishnavi B Hartsdale NY 10530-3146

Todd Heiler Arcata CA 95521-4445

Tyra Pellerin New Orleans LA 70122-6337

Jim Weber Iron Mountain MI 49801-2328

Ericka Garbiso Aurora CO 80015-7512

Justin Cohen New York NY 10014-1531

Andy Malinofsky Woodstock GA 30188-4779

Ching-yi Lin Vista CA 92081-4554

Heather Bell Vineyard Haven, MA MA 02568-6408



Jacqueline Lang Aspen CO 80611-8901

Bernice Mellen Cashman Woodland Hills CA 91364-1734

Diane Holeman Winter Haven FL 33881-4647

Mel Richard Kahrs Landrum SC 29356-9463

David Merchant North Port FL 34287-1203

Kelsey McCathie Memphis TN 38122-4633

Judith Waite Bronxville NY 10708-2119

Lily Rivertree Fallbrook CA 92028-9346

Michael Brandes Delray Beach FL 33446-3981

Louis Peirce Erdenheim PA 19038-7848

David Bradshaw Anytown PA 15321

John Everett Grass Valley CA 95945-4156

Sharon Walker Hastings MN 55033-

Janet Collier Spring City TN 37381-5902

Tom Csuhta Lincoln NE 68528-2143

karen wood Valdosta GA 31605-7020

Pamella Dawson Clinton MS 39056-3736

Mike Marvet Knoxville TN 37912-4507

Lauren Wallace Yucaipa CA 92399-2127

Wayne Ryan Napa CA 94558-4440

Dorothy Decker Norristown PA 19403-1336

Dakota Corey VENTURA CA 93003-6734

Al Hornsby Tucson AZ 85739-8301

Michele Varone Wells VT 5774

Elsa Baxter Kailua Kona HI 96740-9714

Ben Waller Broomfield CO 80023-4636

Sherri Hodges Phoenix AZ 85051-8117

John Prybylski Buffalo NY 14227-3018

Charmaine Henriques Madison MS 39110-8234

Nancy Franklin Suffolk VA 23433-1305

Deborah Lynch Gainesville GA 30506-7332

Vicki Gruman WALNUT CREEK CA 94597-2026

Tim Burkinshaw West Hollywood CA 90069-4542

Stephen Andersen San Mateo CA 94404-2052

Laine Elliott Salem AL 36874-1705

Peg Nielsen-Johnson Shoreline WA 98177-2410

jill knecht CAnfield OH 44406-8155

Giovanna Gallottini Jaksonville FL 32257-3358

Peggy Fergus Lewisville NC 27023-9012

Dawn Field Warwick RI 02889-5614

Roberta Kessler Crest Hill IL 60403-1858

Annette Bork Irvine CA 92612-2739

Mary Roehrig Topsham ME 04086-6151

Cassie Holcombe maricopa AZ 85138-4482

Ray Bernhardt Divide CO 80814-0247

Roxanne Mantese Miami FL 33130

Steven Eagle Prescott Valley AZ 86314-5876

Mary Shimkin New York NY 10001-4784

Greg Barton Jacksonville FL 32216-0988

Robert Cauley Lees Summit MO 64063-2580

Dawn Harvey Clinton IA 52732-5818

Roger Anker Matteson IL 60443-4439

Tracy Vrba Columbus NE 68601-2446

Mika Menasco San Diego CA 92114-2810



Mary Kupferschmid Bethlehem PA 18018-5511

Barbara Warren White Plains MD 20695-2609

John Brantley Freeville NY 13068-9713

Robert Weinberg Hallandale FL 33009-2914

Steve Fergus McKinleyville CA 95519-9783

Charles Towne Greendale WI 53129-2812

Maria Whelan Arlington Heights IL 60004-6331

Kate Nielsen Indianapolis IN 46220-3926

Iris & Patty Yermak Wilmington DE 19809-3258

Betsy Andrews Brooklyn NY 11226-2001

Tiffany Spahn Portland OR 97202-5020

Doyle Hollister Gaviota CA 93117-9753

Gina Macias Henrico VA 23294-5555

Michelle Rivers Mooresville NC 28117-8318

Robert Schaefer Spring Lake NC 28390-2425

Patti Ransford Naples FL 34116-5246

Evelyn Rodriguez Orlando FL 32801-3410

T Craner Wallkill NY 12589-3504

Leland DeGolier Rapid City SD 57703-4782

Michele Vaillancourt Saint Paul MN 55105-1228

Alicia Rues Topeka KS 66604-1637

Barbara Cook Glen Burnie MD 21061-3734

Brenda Braham Germantown MD 20874-2545

Naomi Sanchez Missoula MT 59808-1879

Heather schraeder Culver City CA 90230-4289

Sherry Holt Lake City FL 32024-4607

Jan Williams Las Vegas NV 89118-1276

Catherine Bass Rising Star TX 76471-5412

Sarah Hurd Johnson City TN 37604-2830

Marsha Dalton Jefferson City MO 65101-3633

Kathi Wilder Crittenden KY 41030-8921

Terry Cline Garland TX 75040-5640

Peg Coogan Jacksonville NY 14854

Richard Cunningham Lakeside CA 92040-2632

Reba Reiser Salt Lake City UT 84121-1015

Nagisa VanVliet Livermore CA 94551-8938

Deb Schwer Lake Villa IL 60046-5934

Joyce Kolasa Springville CA 93265-9735

Debra Pedersen Caledonia WI 53108-9608

Cassandra Odom Eureka CA 95503-6318

Valerie Emery Vancouver WA 98682-3624

Harriet Millman West Hills CA 91307-2833

Tom Speed Colorado Springs CO 80906-8209

Fatima Barahona Hyattsville MD 20784-1617

astrid v/d geest Delft WV 26222

Denis Coutet Paris TX 75020

Marie Torget Prescott Valley AZ 86315-9670

Catherine Macan Davis CA 95616-3766

Jodi Bandola Salisbury MA 01952-1427

Michael Johnson Fresno TX 77545-7523

Cathy Anderson Nampa ID 83651-8131

Kimberly Teraberry Seattle WA 98112-4618

Jacquelyn Ross Chicago IL 60634-2909

Stephanie Morales Tracy CA 95376-8759



Lee Wiggins New York NY 10022-3715

Lani Bauer Henrietta NY 14467-9016

Sofie Buschman Corvallis OR 97330-1025

Randa Boisclair SHARON VT 05065-6732

Kathy Fujimoto Manhattan Beach CA 90266-4956

Melissa Harvey Peckville PA 18452-2140

Elaine Fletcher Tucson AZ 85716-3029

Gayle Vistine Saint Louis MO 63146-4370

Kay Bircher Benson AZ 85602-6795

Amy Bleiweiss Northampton MA 01060-4062

Roger Lema Hayward CA 94541-3464

Rebecca Tresnak Houston TX 77070-2319

Liberty Bishop West Jordan UT 84081-4844

Michael Poulos Tupelo MS 38804-3520

Kara Pate Boise ID 83706-2410

Arline Lohli Las Vegas NV 89129-7349

Tracy Schalk Grand Rapids MI 49507-3208

Aileen Renner Staten Island NY 10306-3237

Susan O'Rourke St. Petersburg FL 33710-2141

Danielle Serratore Port Jefferson Station NY 11776-3714

Eunice Chall Enfield CT 06082-5418

Dawn Erkfritz Manchester MI 48158-9488

Molly Johnson West Creek NJ 08092-9727

Martina Jonsson Eugene OR 97405-1261

Sarah Brennan Pacific Palisades CA 90272-2213

Brenda Wagner Wheaton IL 60189-8183

Stanley Hutchison Rio Vista TX 76093

Eileen Andric Lisbon OH 44432-8326

Candice Santora Quakertown PA 18951-2052

Leland John Oregon city OR 97045-1464

Cheryl Brooke Cleveland OH 44121-1749

Peggi MacMartin Virginia Beach VA 23454-3173

Marie Perry Ceres CA 95307-4102

Andrew Moritz St. Louis Park MN 55426-3240

Deborah Haws Lincolnshire IL 60069-2122

Heather Elizondo Vega Gotha FL 34734-5026

Leonor Molina Rockville Centre NY 11570-1225

Shana G San Dimas CA 91773-7115

Jaime Skizas Mokena IL 60448-1371

Gary Maxson Riverview FL 33578

Lauren Bas Davenport FL 33837-7154

Tracy Prouty Port Charlotte FL 33952-1664

Melissa Clayman KIRKLAND WA 98033-5166

Katherine Werner Waitsfield VT 05673-7117

Val Folkerts Aurora IL 60506-1221

Paddy Fletcher Grand Junction CO 81507-2752

Mellisa Elrick Naples FL 34105-2280

Katherine Boas Lancaster PA 17603-5705

Virginia Stafman Highland Park IL 60035-5307

L Foret Washington DC 20016-1911

Leslie M Sturtz Walnut Creek CA 94598-4851

Renee Vance Tucson AZ 85743-9614

Eric Piccolo Springfield NJ 07081-2136

Dolores Fifer Pittsburgh PA 15201-2807



Stephen Antoniadis Weare NH 03281-4223

Denise Herbert Scotrun PA 18355-0081

Kelly Foreman Kent OH 44240-2143

Ann Abrahamson Newberg OR 97132-9414

Richard Yust Arlington WA 98223-9413

Lynne Boynton Corte Madera CA 94925-1002

Mary Malcolm Cottrellville MI 48039-3329

Greg Ratkovsky Oakland CA 94619-3111

Heidi Dietz Alameda CA 94501-6048

Mary Eide Minneapolis MN 55426-2163

Lolly Finocchiaro Pilesgrove NJ 08098-3147

Tammy Rohatynski Brighton MI 48114-4946

Jan Averre San Jose CA 95124-1442

Evelyn Shows Victoria TX 77901-2817

Sylvia Vairo Santa Cruz CA 95062-4416

R Kulp Albuquerque NM 87108-3204

Roxanne Hartung South Bend IN 46619-2721

George Ruiz San Carlos CA 94070-2220

Patricia Glander Silver Spring MD 20902-4041

Alice Walker Gay GA 30218-2803

Kathleen Warren Murfreesboro TN 37133-2623

Gigi Santacruz Laredo TX 78043-2932

Dianne Moreno Carmel IN 46033-3401

Jeremy Bennett Huffman TX 77336-3408

Nancy Telese Palm Beach FL 33480-0291

Darleen Morano-Brown Henrico VA 23229-6071

Michaelle Dewitt Findlay OH 45840-5236

Andrei Harabadji Brooklyn NY 11229-3669

John Hoffman Whittier CA 90602-3102

George Casner Phoenix AZ 85023-5034

Ted Pasieniuk Orrick MO 64077-8035

Theresa Bassett-Dolan Anchorage AK 99502-5178

Maryann Finke Henderson NV 89044

Nikki Jewell Columbus IN 47202-2393

Michael Burks East Stroudsburg PA 18302-6835

Linda Bentley Des Moines IA 50311-2230

Mary Tilden West Lafayette IN 47906-1294

Stephanie Walkowiak Newport Beach CA 92663-2730

Richard Rosenbloom Harleysville PA 19438-4304

T. Chandler Dallas TX 75243-4515

Maki Yuinada Chichester NY 12416-5138

Brian Moyer Austin TX 78704-8011

Gina Alexander Madison WI 53704-4236

Eric Smith Redondo Beach CA 90277-8238

Janet Buda East Boston MA 02128-3699

Victoria Benitez Covington LA 70433-5202

Joseph Guariglia Tempe AZ 85281

Melody Fiore Orangeburg NY 10962-0066

Norman Vaden Byhalia MS 38611-8426

Chris Bechtel Alameda CA 94501-7536

Sally Maish Roseburg OR 97471-9716

Aixa Ranal Albany CA 94706

Jim Williams South Glens Falls NY 12803-5412

Susan Gelerman Santa Monica CA 90405-3221



William Myhill Manlius NY 13104-1201

K. Murphy Juneau AK 99801

George Small Santa Barbara CA 93105-3731

Robert Reynolds Santa Cruz CA 95062-3280

Linda Schmidt Albuquerque NM 87104-3013

Michael Verveer Madison WI 53703-4787

Lindsey Carmack Newport KY 41071-3149

Maddox Pellegrino Mays Landing NJ 08330-2441

Carolyn Goerger Mantador ND 58058-9717

Jennifer Kopczynski Thousand Oaks CA 91360-2001

Cynthia Chrystal Bend OR 97702-1090

Evelyn Rosario Runer Yardley PA 19067-7910

Treca Pente Acushnet MA 02743-1514

Cindy Leach Westbrook ME 04092-3105

Susan Bandy Stafford TX 77477-6415

Joni Powell Owasso OK 74055-1176

Susie Egan San Diego CA 92163-1864

Kim Smith Beverly WV 26253-4699

Shirley Ackerman Louisville KY 40204-2444

Maya Rainey Fairbanks AK 99709-5711

Clinton B. Langford Thousand Oaks CA 91358-0205

Brady Boyce Lansing MI 48906-3740

Roseann Santangelo Chino Valley AZ 86323-9138

Dawn Rane Chicago IL 60613-2269

Carol Barton Concord GA 30206-3164

John Aslakson Silverthorne CO 80498-1867

Tom Kahler Ephrata PA 17522-2143

Vanessa Bartley Huntsville AL 35802-2607

Mecky,Jay,Al,Linda & Semy,Skai, Myers & Tower & Morales Redondo Beach CA 90277-3243

Janet Reohr Union Springs NY 13160-9732

Jillian Unger Sacramento CA 95820-4924

Jeff Korner South Lyon MI 48178-9619

Sephanie Zimmerman Herndon VA 20171-2454

Margrit Hall San Francisco CA 94121-1113

Leah Hercules Saint Charles MO 63303-4842

Lalie Burns San Antonio TX 78239-2912

Cynthia Jimenez Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730-6312

John Shavel Toms River NJ 08755-4066

Cynthia Zimmermann Lynnwood WA 98037-3891

Cheryl Jackson Versailles KY 40383-9403

Ed Dobson Bluff UT 84512-0008

Peter Syre' Abington PA 19001-3801

Jean Garretson Evansville IN 47720-7470

Jennifer Arnold Los Angeles CA 90015-1446

Philip Ritter Surprise AZ 85388-1127

Joseph Clark III Woodbury CT 06798-2603

Mary Ragsdale Ripon CA 95366-3122

Valerie Lalumiere Gallatin TN 37066-8783

Rebecca Reynolds Monroe Township NJ 08831-7675

Kelly Rose Raleigh NC 27612-3422

Catherine Spencer Colorado Spgs CO 80907-3102

Kristin Mott Dearborn Heights MI 48127-1625

Madeline Spain Miami FL 33172-6407

Jackie Plaetzer Roscoe IL 61073-6602



Maria Reich Harwinton CT 06791-0334

Emma Davies Ithaca NY 14850-4929

Veena Singwi Evanston IL 60202-2424

Ashley Lawrence Little Rock AR 72221-6447

Maureen Landry Wilmington MA 01887-2764

Leon Paley East Brunswick NJ 08816-2843

Donna Purdue Rockaway NJ 7801

R. Andrews Bozeman MT 59715

David Coleman Cobb CA 95426-

Jocelyn Parker Los Angeles CA 90025-3755

Mark Ashley Bainbridge Island WA 98110-4351

Gisela Pimentel San Pedro CA 90731-3014

Sarah Lemar Effingham IL 62401-6437

Renee' Chandler Lenoir NC 28645-6920

Julie B Lake Balboa CA 91406-5315

Alyx Perry Asheville NC 28803-1432

Amy Gregory Windsor CO 80550-2568

Kristin Louis St Charles IL 60174-1432

Henry Rios BAY POINT CA 94565-3412

Jeff Schwefel Allston MA 02134-5000

David Powell Ridgewood NY 11385-7631

Karen Shaw Pearcy AR 71964-9751

Cheryl Brickman Mequon WI 53097-1628

Gail Lynch Philadelphia PA 19143-2069

ALMIRIAM MONTGOMERY Virginia Beach VA 23452-4829

Tom Thompson Sarasota FL 34235-0909

Thomas Cochran Fort Collins CO 80528-9164

Bill Edwards Tustin CA 92782-8041

Lisa Black Lewisville TX 75057-5012

James Blampied Colorado Springs CO 80922-2218

David Wilcox Chicago IL 60647-4102

Debbie Earley Felton DE 19943-6924

Mike Duffy Hazel Park MI 48030-1873

gary gomez Sioux City IA 51106-9787

Michele Rule concord NH 03301-4317

Elizabeth Eisenbeis Lodi CA 95242-3732

Amy Withrow Cody WY 82414-0421

Kim Reece Santa Barbara CA 93105-2376

Paula Muyskens Pflugerville TX 78660-2871

Frank Pellegrino Breinigsville PA 18031-1697

Jack Wells Portland OR 97215

Melissa Polick Mill Valley CA 94941-4123

Norman Kopecky Sioux Falls SD 57101-0811

Wes Weaver Boone NC 28607-8134

Michelle Henry Greensburg PA 15601-4465

Donald Harris Pueblo CO 81001-6048

Karla Tapia El Paso TX 79938-2505

Anna Schofield Los Angeles CA 90024-4838

Michelle Gibbs Waldorf MD 20601-4507

Monserrat Guerra South Gate CA 90280-4538

Eileen Salesi Toms River NJ 08753-7122

Jack Boyles Kingsport TN 37664-2938

Laura Calvert Adamstown MD 21710-9444

Doris Thrasher Milwaukee WI 53212-3007



Susan D. Lopez Alexandria VA 22310-2201

Siobhan Van Lanen Corvallis OR 97330-2747

Danny Jenkins Fayetteville AR 72701-3604

Sherry Schupbach Bozeman MT 59719-1082

Karen Karr Willow Street PA 17584-9345

Jane Kelsberg Antioch CA 94509-2009

Regina Kourafas Marietta GA 30067-5500

Maria Hackman Linwood NJ 08221-1706

Angie Klocke Des Moines IA 50317-8016

Sherry Baebler San Marcos TX 78666-1428

Nick Loggy Port Hueneme CA 93041-3304

Kat Dolan Williston VT 05495-4033

Kirk Fernald East Millinocket ME 04430-1219

Sharon Martin Turner ME 04282-3920

Alec Taratula Alhambra CA 91801-2272

Tracy Kalesnik lester PA 19029-1623

Linda Jones Fall River MA 02721-2431

Dorothea Novak Sparks Glencoe MD 21152-9049

Janene Farmer San Diego CA 92122-1559

Brittany Gutierrez Velarde NM 87582-0105

Joe and Julie Zier Portola Valley CA 94028-8033

Jill Goldman Toluca Lake CA 91610-0032

Joni Jones West Columbia SC 29169-7203

Charle Idom Tyler TX 75701-7147

Lois Forman Centennial CO 80015-3758

Andrew de Sosa Chatsworth CA 91311-3208

April Doyle Conway SC 29526-6625

Karen Thomas Garden City NY 11530-6528

Ellie Thomas redlands CA 92373-6936

Mary Dickey South Bend IN 46617-1253

Melissa Randall Marseilles IL 61341-9305

Al Novak And Andrea Graff San Francisco CA 94131-2421

Cecelia Pringle Forest Hill LA 71430-9613

Mary Wishnosky North Royalton OH 44133-2994

Cynthia Obert Thompson CT 06277-0453

Nancy Smith Long Beach MS 39560-3902

Sharon McBride Jacksonville FL 32221-3349

George Ludwig Vista CA 92084-4208

Bill Whitley Palm Harbor FL 34683-3657

Roberta Bradach Middleburg Heights OH 44130-4955

Daniel Figueroa mesa AZ 85210-5378

Stephanie Faucette Somerville MA 02143-1621

Marilyn Barber Alexandria LA 71301-8436

Ashley Brannon Mesa AZ 85204-6296

Chris Dacus Bell Buckle TN 37020-4206

James Hermann Orinda CA 94563-6618

Linda Anderson Laurelton NY 11413-4209

Marta Reyes Coto Laurel PR 780

Susan Peters Dewitt MI 48820-9139

Jennifer Carver Wheaton IL 60189-6939

Sofia Pasqualini Boca Raton FL 33486-1451

John Crosby Marblehead MA 01945-2363

Cara Neill Calistoga CA 94515

Candace Lorkiewicz Lisle IL 60532-2350



Robert Breen Saratoga Springs NY 12866-2315

Isabel Hepburn Port St. Lucie FL 34987-1931

Deanne Allen Chico CA 95973-0883

Robin Morton Sebastopol CA 95472-9594

Tom White Silver Spring MD 20910-2157

Beverly Boling Houston TX 77024-3823

Jerry Hampton Bostwick GA 30623-0054

Nancy Arre Ocala FL 34479-3171

Francisco Salazar El Paso TX 79901-2031

Susana Arechavaleta Castro Urdiales GU 39700

D Vo guilford CT 06437-1876

Allison Orvin Columbia SC 29204-3317

Cheryl Pelavin Charlotte NC 28210-2609

Sacha de Nijs Huntington Beach CA 92647-6618

Helen Wilson Boise ID 83706-6525

Christine Olsgard Littleton CO 80123-1188

Paul Hotwired Benfleet OH 45636

Kathleen Fernandez Huntington Beach CA 92646-6739

Venkata Chalapathy Chandrappa Taipei, Taiwan AK 88610

Elaine McWhorter Washoe Valley NV 89704-9648

Aubrey Johnson Pascagoula MS 39567-5955

Kathy Stack Munhall PA 15120-3143

Janie Shipley Seneca SC 29678-1030

Linda Weber Minneapolis MN 55416-5801

Jason Karona Northville MI 48167-1251

J Crast Buffalo NY 14216-1133

nora carr Bronson FL 32621-7761

Rosemarie McPeake Sugar Grove IL 60554-4218

Cory Ferguson Rapid City SD 57702-7314

Linda Greene La Habra CA 90631-7233

Lisa Leech Delaware OH 43015-9037

Christen King Dallas TX 75205-3520

Barbara Girton Omaha NE 68104-2453

Maria Charlier Bowie MD 20720-5426

Rita Jefferies Alliston ON L9R 1R7

Thomas Spero Staten Island NY 10308-1871

Darlene Maurer Marysville WA 98270-6943

Sue Harwood Northwich NY 12345

Natalie Santiago Bronx NY 10463-7005

Paul Eusey Elk Grove CA 95758-1074

Michael Garland Welland ON L3C 1W3

David Reed Evanston IL 60202-1140

Banet Schifter Downingtown PA 19335-1789

Regina Kijak Two Harbors MN 55616-3028

Richard Van Aken Holland PA 18966-1740

Marlis Aebischer Burg VT 5736

Mary Redmond L'ile Bizard QC H9E 1E6

Lisa Fox Aberdeen NY 12345

Cynthia Pearson Elliot Lake ON P5A1

Stephen Villard Orlando FL 32803-4204

Paula Toal Columbia SC 29205-2616

Ingrid Farina Lima None 9

Teresa Alltop Louisville KY 40245-2903

Desiree Bayross Mumbai IL 60006



Aaron Jury Balclutha None 9230

?????? ???????? Odessa None 65025

Gabriella Fedra Tangerang None 15321

W Jackson W Chester PA 19380-6919

Laura Podrasky Highland MI 48357-3906

Jennifer Ball Vista CA 92081-8953

Mark Nordyke Tamiment PA 18371-9418

Jane Jones Milton Freewater OR 97862-1137

Barbara Stannard Sacramento CA 95835-1238

Sheryl Post Fairbanks AK 99706-0155

Shirley Klein San Diego CA 92122-1137

Judi Oberbillig South Beach OR 97366-9636

Kristina Lozon Grand Blanc MI 48439-8758

Neville Bruce Anchorage AK 99501-4350

Noelia Gonzalez Monzon None 22400

Rachel Wolf Santa Cruz CA 95060-2244

Verena Murvin Newport NC 28570-8522

Lisa Neubaumer Poulsbo WA 98370-0388

Renee Cariglia Reno NV 89509-6518

John Wagoner Mill Valley CA 94941-2043

Shawn OSullivan Fairfield CT 06825-2057

Pawiter Parhar Bellevue WA 98006-6642

Jennifer Danner Nazareth PA 18064-9106

Beth Bowling Pottsboro TX 75076-4862

Linda Sinclair Portland OR 97229-2350

Jacqueline Eliopoulos Boulder CO 80301-1762

Erin Dalpe Raleigh NC 27609-6399

Bonnie Bath Hillsdale WY 82060-5022

Antoinette Valdez loveland CO 80537-2050

Christie Amero Boulder CO 80302-6457

Debbie Porter HOMESTEAD PA 15120-3211

Scott Kershner Glenshaw PA 15116-

David Erickson Tucker GA 30084-8104

Emily Dugan Cocoa Beach FL 32931-3650

F O North Platte NE 69101-5648

Ryan Schrader Bellflower CA 90706-2337

Perry Nelson Colorado City CO 81019-0261

Christine Johnson Flagstaff AZ 86001-7706

Marina Ageyeva Moscow None 125368

Laura Robinson Overland Park KS 66204-3534

Toni Boden Trueman London None Se78at

jo reyes Manila None 3000

Todd Lagerstam Minneapolis MN 55431-3656

Kat Morey Shelton CT 06484-2448

Marlene Meisels Chicago IL 60613-1512

Vicki Johnson Kansas City MO 64137-1853

Philip Gianas Phoenix AZ 85021-5447

Takae Matsuo Takamatsu None 7600

Saralyn Montgomery Moxee WA 98936-9736

George Penedo Cranston RI 02910-5308

Garrett States O Fallon MO 63366-2742

Nancy Tatum Indianapolis IN 46280-1152

Anne Peterson Tallahassee FL 32305-3300

Dana Cramblett Crested Butte CO 81224-1314



John Phillips Aspen CO 81611-2184

Roger Hughes Robesonia PA 19551-8718

Kavita Edmiston Lewiston PA 17044-1840

Cimdy Booth Wilson WY 83014-1587

Dakin Morehouse Phoenicia NY 12464-5338

Zora Hocking Santa Rosa CA 95401-5715

Laurie Nye Los Angeles CA 90042-3843

Cherri Mann Port Townsend WA 98368-9523

Ramiz Layaud Houston TX 77077-2158

Kaitlin Towner EVANSTON IL 60201-6133

Madalyn Benoit Kinderhook NY 12106-2110

Mary Fernando Brisbane TX 4301

Richard Wilkins winter park FL 32792-1190

Laurie Smith Evart MI 49631-9726

Vicky Munaretto Mentor OH 44060-4493

Dana Coots Moore OK 73160-2487

Terri Stewart Denver CO 80227-0581

Olivier Leroy West Hollywood CA 90046-7217

April Macdonald Woodbridge VA 22192-7079

Sarah Conner St. Augustine FL 32080-5351

Jody Lewis Fruita CO 81521-2168

Jon Novi Skokie IL 60077-1129

Elizabeth Bonaventura Brooklyn NY 11211-1504

Rob Munro JOHANNESBURG None 1724

Marisol Ackerman Mitchell NE 69357-4108

Monica Dutton Milan IN 47031-9266

Priscilla Salazar Fullerton CA 92835-2132

Winnie Chin San Francisco CA 94109-0912

Jessica Soto Freehold NJ 07728-3186

David Heinrichsen San Jose CA 95136-2951

Mark Cagle Muskogee OK 74403-3808

Steven Lucas boca raton FL 33487-3215

Caryl Sawyer Sandston VA 23150-2044

Eugene Perkins Portland OR 97202-4009

Carmen Cocores Missoula MT 59802-9510

John Saridan Lake Geneva WI 53147-2085

Dawne Fontenot Denton TX 76208-6148

Shelah Lehrer-Graiwer Los Angeles CA 90027-1219

Marta Leandro Washington DC DC 20008-3006

Melvin Siegel Flushing NY 11358-1624

Pamela Chattergoon Columbus OH 43227-1273

S Kaehn Oakland CA 94601-4354

Shannon Schreur St. Petersburg FL 33716-4328

Rosemary Kent Lafayette CO 80026-9357

John Reckling Henderson NV 89052-6839

Vincent Reilly Lyndhurst NJ 07071-2238

Renee Artymyshyn Flemington NJ 08822-7050

Giovanni Sanchez San Jose None 11403

Brenda Gifford Dewey AZ 86327

Chere Gruver Mesa AZ 85207-7020

Liana Lang White Haven PA 18661-3828

Malvina Golden-Collier Nashville TN 37204-2614

Paul von Szalay Mill Creek WA 98012-6553

Fabiola Gonzales Lima None Lima 41



Terri Pigford Dayton OH 45417-3515

Janet Glass North Bergen NJ 07047-7003

Laura Bagish Los Angeles CA 90034-1104

Gregory Vignapiano Brooklyn NY 11201-2866

Glenn Snipes Portland OR 97206-7747

Kathleen Obrien Glenside PA 19038-3324

Keith Vaughn Wilmington OH 45177-1140

Mary Danhauer Owensboro KY 42301-9513

Lisa Jefko Roscoe IL 61073-7670

Marian Rigotty Croton On Hudson NY 10520-1841

Lynne Buckel Tucson AZ 85705-2347

Joshua Voluck Wayne PA 19087-2914

Beth Thurman Chesapeake VA 23322-1627

James Tillis Bel Air MD 21015-5008

John Ginther Hudson OH 44236-1860

Carma Kulish Dickinson ND 58601-4613

Shane Glass Lacey WA 98509-8396

Gretchen Dumler New York NY 10019-3328

Ralfee Finn New York NY 10025-0006

Jorge Barraza Anchorage AK 99509

Jan Yerkes Roop Warminster PA 18974-2211

W & K Gosney Mesa AZ 85201-5020

E Scantlebury Benson AZ 85602-7538

Louise Kassa San Diego CA 92139-1715

Josef Goldufsky Chicago IL 60608-2869

Carlos Acosta Edwards CO 81632

Kathy Lieder Irma WI 54442-9746

Karyn Hyland Pittsburgh PA 15236-1838

Mark Petronzio Scottsdale AZ 85262-4680

Katie Austin Monroe WA 98272-9269

Judy Miller Billings MT 59106-3774

Delphine Bez Portland OR 97217-6744

Eloisee Welt Helsinki None 10099

Natalie Blasco Anderson CA 96007-8901

Steven Hill Spring Branch TX 78070-5359

Mike Goldscheitter Boulder CO 80305-5420

Gizem g??kg??l Istanbul None 34788

Clayton Conn Springville UT 84663-3922

Roberta Bradach Middleburg Heights OH 44130-4955

Lisa Matson Newport Coast CA 92657-1230

Darrell Swofford Raytown MO 64138-2505

Gillian Escalante Burnaby BC V5C 2W6

Winston Huang West Des Moines IA 50265-3927

Gregory Grether Topanga CA 90290-3660

Stephanie Klakovich Manhattan Bch CA 90266-5901

Alice Cooperman Chicago IL 60640-2061

Sharon and Robert Sergeant Middletown NY 10940-1208

Martha Ortiz Alexandria KY 41001

Leslie Lethridge Oakland CA 94618-1212

A. Esterly Bradenton FL 34207-5658

Faith Hassan southampton NY 11969-0981

Thomas Maldonado México CA 72160

Isabelle Banick Highlands Ranch CO 80126-6083

Ruth Katz Minneapolis MN 55409-1212



Johanna MacAulay Benoit's Cove NL A0L 1A0

Amado Diaz Staten Island NY 10307-1996

Peggy Main Encino CA 91316-1308

Erin Simpson Manchester NH 03104-3704

Debra Frank Dittmer MO 63023-1513

B. Greene Jersey City NJ 07306-6008

Helen Moissant Central Point OR 97502-1379

Ruth Schroeder Whitehall OH 43213-1250

Linda Reynolds Dallas TX 75233-2307

Dana Larsen Anita IA 50020-1147

Erwin De Decker Bornem RI 2880

Aimee Holcomb Bayside WI 53217-2318

CAROL HUNT BLOEMFONTEIN None 9330

Mina Toole Donalsonville GA 39845-1306

Manny Zanger Roscoe NY 12776-3001

Doretta Miller Clearwater FL 33755-4630

Pan Saladas Fleming Island FL 32003

Raya Smith San Anselmo CA 94960-1223

Ruth Moy Mount Kisco NY 10549-1829

Grace Ramirez Eureka CA 95502-7033

Valerie Romero Quincy, CA 95971-9657

B Tippens Colrain MA 01340-9633

Irene Roos Lakeside CA 92040-4614

Philip Jupp Little Falls NY 13365-5602

Angela Rocha Serra - ES SC 29175

Brian Girard Ventura CA 93004-2454

Audrey Engelking Sycamore IL 60178-1607

Colin Guest Istanbul, Turkey None 34071

Jackie Stewart Tuscaloosa AL 35405-2729

Jamie Malloy Philadelphia PA 19139-4517

Linda Voci Redmond OR 97756-8658

Pillon Myriam Saint Georges WY 82240

Patricia Virzi Riverside CA 92509-2849

Donna Heath Brasher Falls NY 13613-3251

Romina Gyi Kalubowila None FFFFF

Michael Shaver Elyria OH 44035-8256

Rick Adams Danielsville PA 18038-9539

Monica Molina Chicago IL 60618-5900

Barbara Kane Brooklyn Center MN 55430-2126

Maria Magri São Paulo None 04514-100

June Davis Falkirk None FK2 8QS

Terri Walsh Hikurangi None 184

di di Tulua None 123456

Deanna Merrill Powell OH 43065-9038

Gail Falco Rochester NY 14612-5755

Heather Lutz Carlsbad CA 92008

Eric Wiedman Edmonton AB T6C 1S8

Christine Hein Huntington Beach CA 92648-1811

Rebecca Beardsley WESTFIELD MA 01085-1030

Lynn Redenbach NanooseBay BC V9P9

Claudia Cornejo Santiago None 75586

Scott Caruso Lakewood CO 80228-3646

Kate Nyne Oakland CA 94601-4354

Aggie Parish Phoenix AZ 85020-4701



Linda Barrientos Daly City CA 94015-3815

Aaron Borowski Evergreen Park IL 60805-2201

James Brown Boston IA 51111

Jeff Scheithe Chicago IL 60631-2033

Craig Asbury Guthrie OK 73044-5770

Jenice Minamide Douglas AZ 85607

Linda D. Sandy Springs GA 30328-1154

Stephanie Brady Sewell NJ 08080-3717

Wendy Fuchs Neptune Beach FL 32266-4812

Tina Lawson Dallas TX 75243-5703

Gail Rueckel Brewster NY 10509-6569

Jennifer Silvestri Red Bank NJ 07701-6208

Connie Raper Durham NC 27705-2760

Nora Coyle Anaheim CA 92807-2508

Jan Rupp Boulder CO 80301-4118

Ulf Remahl Singapore None 59874

Kate Mihaly London None Se137bz

Angel Orona Alhambra CA 91803-3440

Craig Groth Winona MN 55987-5215

Karen Baum Palestine TX 75801-6044

Adi Bibi Ramat Hasharon IN 47229-

Michael Sakash Stowe VT 05672-4255

Shirley Boyce Meadow UT 84644-2800

Linda Berger Fort Worth TX 76137-2314

Debra Giannetti Watertown CT 06795-1742

Ardis Lunn Sublimity OR 97385-9776

Katalin Konya-Jakus Washington DC 20036

Joan Roberts Asheville NC 28806-4103

Tina Keeble united kingdom None CT119

Candy Davis Carbondale IL 62901-1260

Debbie Kirkbride Auckland None 630

Elizabeth Johnson Albany CA 94706-1524

Shiki Bennington W Bloomfield MI 48323-2351

Ingrid Rochester Elbert CO 80106-7520

Sandra Orsi Pistoia None 51100

Belinda Biddle Loveland CO 80537-9740

Jole Lheureux macomb MI 48042-1402

Tanya Kessler Chapleau ON P0M1

Sabrina Commisso Pittsford NY 14534-4101

John Dalla Las Vegas NV 89142-2502

Brenda Gaudet Phillipston MA 01331-9523

Andre Deguire Lake Louise AB T0L 1E0

Mary Griffith Panama City FL 32401-3876

Suzanne Dormsjo Charlotte NC 28278-6942

Linda Corbin Glendale AZ 85301-2715

Chris Dresser Clearwater FL 33755-4818

Donald Solomon Providence RI 02908-2312

Chrysta Norris Jerseyville IL 62052-6964

Richard Diran Bangkok None 10110

Nancy Hall Lexington KY 40503-2212

Martin Mora Pineiro Whitby ON L1N 7C9

Gregory Thalmann Tucson AZ 85730-3727

Lindsay Feig Scituate MA 02066-2508

Janet Ginepro Monroe MI 48162-3207



Shakayla Thomas Compton CA 90220-2645

Consuela Wakeling Winn ME 04495-5217

Herbert Wasserman Brooklyn NY 11230-2721

Amanda Mauceri Los Angeles CA 90043-1707

Michelle S Lakewood WA 98499-5784

Roger Squires Albuquerque NM 87111-3780

Joshua Asel Sebastopol CA 95472-3062

charlie holland Killington VT 5751

Chris Talbot-Heindl Denver CO 80206-1837

Joan Naeseth Minneapolis MN 55419-2315

Bob Motto Boyertown PA 19512-1224

Kristine Brovold Trondheim None 7000

Jessica Hillan North Gosford None 2250

Mary Sims Kirksville MO 63501-8506

Christina Beliveau Winooski VT 05404-1335

Angela Jensen Spokane WA 99204-3350

Adrienne Pritchard Cornville AZ 86325-4805

Vince Mendieta Austin TX 78715-0726

Dorothy Finger Oakland CA 94619-3124

Lichen Tilley bowen island BC V0N 1G2

Jill Madsen Colorado Springs CO 80918-4605

Debbie Acquisti BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI 48302-1826

Helen Taylor Tewantin ME 4565

Christy Giesick Clinton Township MI 48036-1566

Carolyn Bemis Albuquerque NM 87108-4437

David Newman WINCHESTER VA 22603-3879

Laurie Tabor Longwood FL 32750-3614

Barbara Espinosa Bakersfield CA 93312-7037

Arleen Ferrell Marmarth ND 58643-0062

Marisa Besteiro Cape Town

Sue Hall Castro Valley CA 94546-1350

Theodora Boura Boston MA 02135-2693

Melanie Faulkner Anderson SC 29625-1117

Jennifer DiMarco Hickory NC 28601-8276

Lauren Longfield wayne NJ 7470

Lorene Jajtner Euless TX 76040-7451

Terry Wataszko Mississauga ON L5H 4B8

Darian Mark New York NY 10022-2823

Carol Petersen Rcho Sta Marg CA 92688-4900

Janet Karasinski Glenn Dale MD 20769-2028

Ann McDermott Litchfield Park AZ 85340-4653

Qul Vuong Highland CA 92346-1872

James Dashiell Waldorf MD 20603-4967

Bradley Waters Woodinville WA 98077-7301

Mary Boat Greenwood IN 46143-2452

Caren Plaskon Williamston SC 29697-9674

Marie Freeman Columbus OH 43204-2203

Kevin Walt Trabuco Canyon CA 92679-3388

Cindy Bouchard Spring City PA 19475-1615

Nancy Albertson Visalia CA 93291-6126

Leigh Ashman Savannah GA 31419-3213

Rish Harde Memphis TN 381151225

Corrine Nichol Summerville PA 15864-7208

John Mora Kapaa HI 96746-5693



Paula Hartgraves Tucson AZ 85750-2925

Susan Geschwender Simpsonville SC 29681-2042

Georgianna Hurley Man WV 25635-1314

Allison Joseph San Fernando None NA

Michele Haudebourg Pontault Combault TX 77340

Lynn Gazik Parma OH 44129-2735

Dennis Landi Los Angeles CA 90003-2821

Susan Hartwig Big Bear City CA 92314-9721

Madeleine Levy Toronto ON M6B 2M7

Sathish Kumar manipal None 576104

Anna Cruikshank Springfield OH 45506-2832

johanne laplante st anne des lacs QC J0R 1B0

Catherine Mengani San Severino IL 62027

Betty Ghee WESTON WI 54476-2516

Melinda Richards Spring Hill FL 34610-6946

Tamela Roberson Everett WA 98203-3830

Vanessa Tucker Charlotte NC 28269-0513

Susan Spangler Broken hill None 2880

Maria Sabia Stamford CT 06902-2645

Samantha McCarney Donora PA 15033-1947

Yulia Sourtaev Maple ON L6A 4P6

Verena Ritter Porto Seguro None 45810-000

Amber Davidson Columbia SC 29210-3947

Kathy Kelly Ventura CA 93003-8260

Anne Swist Edmonton AB T5E 4W1

Edward Bennett Chicopee MA 01013-2020

Shannon Moreton Coweta OK 74429-7691

Beverlee Patterson Ballston Spa NY 12020-2704

Farnoush Katouzian Tacoma WA 98465-2055

Tamara McCready Simi Valley CA 93063-4330

Michelle Crow Portland OR 97220-2021

Hannah Reynolds Didcot None OX11 8QA

Ji Montgomery Shiremanstown PA 17011-6340

Erin Yarrobino Ozone Park NY 11417-1410

Richard Glider Tucson AZ 85741-1352

James Eley Blaine MN 55434-1133

Junko. Diran Bangkok None 10110

Amanda Payne-Virostko Topsfield MA 01983-2312

Geoff Skews Yellowstone NP WY 82190-2075

Alex Rocker Rosario,Santa Fe,Argentina None 54

Pamela Miller Tolar TX 76476-6917

Angela Walker Surfers Paradise None 4223

Sylvia Pfister Thousand Oaks CA 91320-6558

Maureen Edgecomb Diamond Springs CA 95619-0197

Lillian Gestes Chicago IL 60630-2408

Marilyn Rose Albuquerque NM 87111-8174

Robert Cobb Knoxville TN 37934-7004

Dolores O'Connor Lafayette CO 80026-1128

Bill Hoffman Grand Prairie TX 75052-5635

Sally Hood Ranscombe new york NY 12345

Linda Borgen Harker Heights TX 76548-1139

Kok Tan Singapore None 82119

Flavia Perizzolo Pierrefonds QC H9H 2V6

Carol Wellman Harrison charter Township MI 48045-5373



Sissel Frettim Drammen None 3015

Charles Stone Cincinnati OH 45238-5251

Martha Cross Bellevue WA 98007-5170

Karen James Tarpon Springs FL 34689-2285

Karen Eplite Schenectady NY 12303-4420

Stephen Dickstein Clermont FL 34711-5264

Janet Beatty San Luis Obispo CA 93401-3702

Alison Roe Sharpsburg GA 30277-4681

Eve Lee Toronto ON M5E 1E5

Janine Vinton Albany NY 12204-1604

Brenda Fisher Arvada CO 80003-5636

Simone Duffin Koraleigh None 2735

David O'Grady Niskayuna NY 12309-2239

Miroslava Okrajkova Povazska Bystrica None 1701

Susan Mariano Havertown PA 19083-2609

Karen Lai Centerport NY 11721-1505

Newell Anderson Geneva NY 14456-9255

Lisa Davis Rockford IL 61114-7279

Donna Jenny Toms River NJ 08755-4059

Brad Rea Detroit MI 48226-3430

David Wolf Philadelphia PA 19116-3714

Joanne Chapman Mims FL 32754-3005

Fran Hogan New Hudson MI 48165-9601

Gloria Junkermann Port Hueneme CA 93041-1910

Michael Heinsohn Columbia Heights MN 55421-3734

Mary Totty Monroe VA 24574-2122

Amber Ouellet Sullivan ME 04664-0284

Sandra Thorn East Hampton NY 11937-4621

Mary Dickson Dayton NV 89403-8784

Jeanine Renard Eatontown NJ 07724-2353

Teresa Anastasi Medfield MA 02052-2658

Michael Zuckerman Trenton NJ 08618-5603

Tom Brandes Grants Pass OR 97527-4915

Robin Dumler Berlin MD 21811-1624

Kim Emerson Pleasant Pr WI 53158-1906

Mark Skevofilax Dallas PA 18612-8904

Mary Ellis Tucson AZ 85701-2705

Mike Schneider Mineola NY 11530-2919

Kristen Ingalls Richmond CA 94804-7433

Bryn Frederickson Landenberg PA 19350-9584

SERENA NYIKES ROYAL PALM BEACH FL 33411-1014

Joyce Suggs Phoenix AZ 85050-6903

D. Fachko Buena Park CA 90621-3324

Robert Felix Coopersburg PA 18036-1318

John Crookston Akron OH 44305-2830

william allen Castleton On Hudson NY 12033-1714

Ilse Spiegel Brooklyn NY 11233-2712

Ellyn De Guida Flourtown PA 19031-1917

James Bostick Orlando FL 32836-6350

Donna Leavitt Toms River NJ 08753-3878

Yanisa Anaya Newburgh NY 12550-1033

Italina Schuhmacher Draper UT 84020-7606

Janet Nugent Milford CT 06461-9123

Erica Torell Rohnert Park CA 94928-4073



Ann Seccombe Grand Junction CO 81507-8746

Peyton Sasnett Charleston SC 29412-2779

Destiny Orantes Garden City NY 11530-1740

Shirley Waltz Oakland park FL 33334-6016

Jack Kung Warren NJ 07059-5678

Patricia May Independence KS 67301-7964

Carolyn Stabenow Brooksville FL 34613-7327

Eric Moss Chicago IL 60613-3666

Meg Massaro St. Augustine FL 32080-7352

Vianna Engel Rochester WA 98579-8734

Peter Burval Hillside NJ 07205-1601

Alex Miller Upland CA 91784-8037

Brian Otto Las Cruces NM 88011-1820

Diane Hashem Thornton NH 03285-6523

Lisa Stimpson Brooklyn NY 11217-2209

Sandra McPherson Davis CA 95616-5938

Charles Goodwin Bloomfield IN 47424-7002

Harvinderjit Saran Farmington MI 48331-1848

Elizabeth Eggleston Hanover MD 21076-2004

Jay Rosin Clarksburg MD 20871-5359

Barbara Bambach St Johns MI 48879-2036

Jackie Griffeth Colorado Springs CO 80911-1437

Nina Stanley Albany NY 12208-3120

Leigh Squillante Rumson NJ 07760-1317

Gina Cipriano Louisville KY 40215-1819

Christie Ruppel Slidell LA 70460-8438

Marty Swartz Tucson AZ 85705-3362

Robert Sothern Saint Paul MN 55104-5945

Virginia Jones Kalamazoo MI 49048-2611

Dan Schneider Seattle WA 98115-4217

Susan Hampel Eastsound WA 98245-8824

Toni Hamilton Detroit MI 48221-1123

Frances M Rogersville TN 37857-4098

Deborah Iannizzotto Escondido CA 92027-3976

Sue Lake Stuart FL 34996-1384

Ava Strong Bensalm PA 19020-7209

Patricia Litscher Madison WI 53711-1042

Bernard O'Neil Binghamton NY 13901-1005

John Klacik North Wildwood NJ 08260-3134

Lori Williams Roanoke VA 24014-5962

Joan Mueller Hemet CA 92545-1683

Nelson Corcuera North Bergen NJ 07047-2808

Roy Rodriguez Houston TX 77084-4447

Nelson Stockdill Ypsilanti MI 48198-3038

Marlene Phelan Stony Point NY 10980-1407

Helene Mowll Selbyville DE 19975-4221

Leeann French Aurora CO 80010-2312

Barbara Pitingolo Depew NY 14043-1307

Anita Rhynes Columbus OH 43205-2924

Ginelle Walker-Ward Mckenna WA 98558-0283

Bob Vo Osceola IN 46561-9524

Sharon Brooks Seymour TN 37865-6919

Amanda Lowe Boise ID 83702-1218

Rod Stokes Valrico FL 33596-8296



Sharon Wolfsohn Hartland WI 53029-8413

Pallas Dieter-Brabant Montfort WI 53569-8104

Judith Casino Danville CA 94526-4311

Charles Winter Berkeley CA 94704-3325

Chris Bunner Lexington Lexington County SC 29073-9252

Anthony Terrulli Fort Wayne IN 46807-2902

Steven Barlow Lincoln DE 19960-3651

Linda Sherwood San Francisco CA 94121-3015

Laakea Laano Oakland CA 94608-2708

Leroyce Mead Austin TX 78729-6430

Kimberley Harris Leesburg VA 20176-1825

Jackie Eskridge El paso IL 61738-1732

Rick Mitchell Huntington WV 25705-1327

Abby Corle Allendale Charter Township MI 49401-8072

Elin Heard Jerome AZ 86331-0304

Gina Garey Portland ME 04102-2568

Lynne Lyons New Orleans LA 70117-5210

Carla Ortiz Albuquerque NM 87102-2432

Rich Hughes San Francisco CA 94112-2036

Kathleen Mills La Pine OR 97739-9772

Ruth Filozof Las Vegas NV 89166-8001

Lisa Bey Stevens Point WI 54481-4816

Sara Soria Naperville IL 60565-1292

Donna Bender Wilmington NC 28401-6807

Kimcarolyn Olds Fort Washington MD 20744-1829

Seth Coffey Billerica MA 01821-5312

Melissa VerDuin Grand Rapids MI 49504-4036

David Byrne Ft Myers FL 33908-3067

Delia Gerhard Seattle WA 98117-3038

Stacey Stafford South Pasadena CA 91030-4430

Tem Narvios San Francisco CA 94134-2756

Tommy Davis Madison AL 35758-2106

Jim Fritch Pennsburg PA 18073-1965

Christie Vaughn Tucson AZ 85716-4222

Mary Steele Laguna Niguel CA 92677-2104

Kimberly Campbell Paragould AR 72450-2811

Michelle Talhami Milwaukee WI 53211-1553

Carole Kalous Berkeley CA 94704-1541

Marcia Ferguson Homestead FL 33035-1081

Jay-R Hipol San Jose CA 95127-1858

Pat Werner Rochester NY 14610-2713

Joshua Longley Covington KY 41011-2598

Stacey McDaniels Portland OR 97219-4102

Sylvana Arguello Miami FL 33183-2074

Rhonda Norton Richmond CA 94805-1157

Isabel Luiz Lopes Carnegie PA 15106-3115

Brooke Perry South Plainfield NJ 07080-2012

Erica Rose Garden City MI 48135-2165

Sherry Abts Ely MN 55731-1739

Shelby Richins Ogden UT 84404

Donald Reed Highlands NJ 07732-1303

Lidia Lucaciu Hickory NC 28601-7238

Debra Garoutte Grants Pass OR 97527-7505

Kathy Alcott South Portland ME 04106-3637



KImberly Vaz Wesley Chapel FL 33543-8144

Rachel Rade Lancaster OH 43130-1557

Monica Defelice Salisbury MD 21804-1363

Traci Kindred Schalow Ridgway CO 81432-9381

Joan Avery Tenafly NJ 07670-2511

Michael Nakamura Glendale AZ 85307-4207

Danielle Sawyer Long Beach CA 90803-5808

Trevor Dunkel Greenville WI 54942

Peter Gargiulo Maywood NJ 07607-1917

Heather Sand Plainfield IN 46168

Amy Douglass Chandler AZ 85286-4452

Tammy Ensman Spencerport NY 14559-9613

Carla Judge Adrian MI 49221-3784

Lynne Firestone Evanston IL 60203-1218

J Lopez Kent WA 98031-4021

Page Rogers Columbia SC 29209-5420

Lanora&Damon Ovino Las Vegas NV 89131-4738

Xuanmai Pham San jose CA 95122-2218

Ann Morioka Orange CA 92863-4304

John Palafoutas Los Angeles CA 90038-5001

Hildy Roy Magalia CA 95954-8911

Bravespirit@Comcast.Net Conger Portland OR 97219-6880

Susanna Stone Middle Island NY 11953-1503

Ray Workman Willard MO 65781-9290

William Insley Tacoma WA 98411-1461

Kaitlyn Scheid Pine City MN 55063-4563

David Dragon Gardner MA 01440-2894

Marcus Straub Grand Junction CO 81507-4523

Doreen Murphy Feeding Hills MA 01030-1253

Pauline Bonta Vernon CT 06066-2702

Tony Balchunas Crystal Lake IL 60014-8322

James Jimenez Corpus Christi TX 78413-5028

Dini DiNatale Westerville OH 43082-9524

Susan Wright Bakersfield CA 93301-5533

Laura Vadaj Broadview Heights OH 44147-1973

Seul Rhee Washington DC 20036-5803

Hylin McNeeley Columbia TN 38401-3276

Gregory Strauss North Miami Beach FL 33162-2941

Sharon Scholten Mesa AZ 85209-3602

Eli Sharp Waipahu HI 96797-2241

Bill Nierstedt Garwood NJ 07027-1447

Carol Schiff Rego Park NY 11374-1344

Javier Echavarri Hudson NH 03051-3409

Marilee Corey Salem OR 97302-9795

Rebecca Dick Rochester MN 55906-6918

Erin Millikin San Diego CA 92154-4858

Katja Linsenmaier Houston TX 77079-2404

Nancy Becker Shannon MS 38868-9186

George Silverwood Madison WI 53711-7424

Lexi Loch Portland OR 97216-3009

Jody Coakley Richmond IN 47374-5066

Derek Schmeh Westminster CO 80021-3505

Melissa Miller Tarrytown NY 10591-5004

Danielle Regnier Kansas City MO 64118-4450



Shayne Dean Fayetteville AR 72704-7100

Julie Gerbino Easton PA 18045-1960

Joan Florence Bozeman MT 59718-9585

Jana Pettinger Dakota City IA 50529-5076

Lynda Mercer Louisville KY 40204-2071

Rob Tiger Hayesville NC 28904-0304

James Vallejos Aurora CO 80010-1225

David Miller Chino Valley AZ 86323-8673

Lindsey Caudill Noblesville IN 46062-9446

Alice Horner Rockville MD 20852-4803

Stacy Wert Walkerton IN 46574-9055

Jill Wettersten Oberlin OH 44074-1904

Alexander Christ San Marino CA 91108-2548

Ellie Vaughter Denver CO 80204-1043

Jennifer D'Angelo Stoughton MA 02072-1817

Judith Schultz San Francisco CA 94115-2927

Donna Rehmert Eufaula OK 74432-4235

Sharon Stanke Watertown WI 53098-3042

Edward Necker Eugene OR 97404-2610

Colette Flake-Bunz Jackson Heights NY 11372-5459

Cinda Johansen Folsom CA 95630-7928

Mary Holzmeister Dallas TX 75243-5048

Carol Payne Mesa AZ 85204-1748

Francesca Rector Deltona FL 32725-3017

Kim Hunter West Granby CT 06090-1503

Greg Onsel Arlington WA 98223-8007

Teresa Yates Front Royal VA 22630-4620

Timothy Goodman Cerritos CA 90703-8309

Cyd Rochford Kirkland WA 98034

Mary Zeis Hamburg NY 14075-7321

Patricia Baldock Portland OR 97230-5506

Crystal Jones Selinsgrove PA 17870-8925

Lawrence Robinette Denton TX 76207-1675

Bita Rezvani Thousand Oaks CA 91360-3536

Angela Duronio Sachse TX 75048-3872

Nicholas Hermosillo Highland CA 92346-1819

Maggie Topalian Ogden UT 84403-2052

Sandy Menden Venice FL 34293-4826

Rich Masino Del Mar CA 92014-2637

Heather Ferranti Stowe PA 19464-6722

Henry Kruger Eureka CA 95501-0318

Miryam Liberman Thousand Oaks CA 91320-6763

Benjamin Belcher Dallas TX 75235-8113

Karl Schumaker Boulder Creek CA 95006-9718

Amy Weappa Austin TX 78704-4139

Ryan Hard Carmel IN 46033-8259

Mari Jacobson Manhattan Beach CA 90266-3621

Jason Nolasco Bellflower CA 90706-4111

Pamela Durkalski Ewing NJ 08628-2723

Jill Lauri Rockaway Beach NY 11693-0033

Audrey Huzenis New York NY 10023-4100

Brittany Peters Palmetto FL 34221-8640

Cat McCabe Mount Vernon WA 98274-5326

Brett Hoopingarner Oconto WI 54153-1549



Stephen Moyer Pottsville PA 17901-3810

Michael Nelson Haworth NJ 07641-1820

Josephine Baldwin La Mesa CA 91941-7212

Mariko Kahn Marina Del Rey CA 90292-8746

Gretchen Roberts Avon Lake OH 44012-1445

Jacquelyn West Thonotosassa FL 33592-0874

Kirstie Simson Urbana IL 61801-4455

Hoyle Jones Mill Neck NY 11765-0169

Jeanette Slichenmyer Sherborn MA 01770-1277

Jan Cioci Naples FL 34114-0865

Suzi Goller Ridgway CO 81432-9455

Toni Stanley New York NY 10022-3060

Lindsey Hudak Red Bud IL 62278-1415

Bob Bobmarler Mesa AZ 85203-3644

Diana Hollister Rochester NY 14606-3426

Amy Nelson Austin TX 78701-3720

Timothy Denby Williamsburg VA 23185-5006

Edward Freiberg West Creek NJ 08092-9751

Sandra Sass Hilbert WI 54129-9526

Alison Broms White Bear Lake MN 55110-3728

Lorne Cheeseman Irvine CA 92620-1953

Vanessa Davis Jackson MO 63755-3068

Sara Bailey Hanover Park IL 60133-5337

William Heuser Arcadia CA 91007-6425

Linda Campbell Chagrin Falls OH 44023-5663

Erin Ferguson Austin MN 55912-1325

Sharma Gaponoff Grass Valley CA 95949-9747

Laurie Ball Stockbridge MI 49285-9604

Karen Stanton Champions Gate FL 33896-8800

Pamela Goodman Muskegon MI 49445-1136

Heather Elledge Tucson AZ 85743-9413

Leigh Bekhet Brookfield CT 06804-2705

J. Augustson State College PA 16803-1845

Dianna Holland Philadelphia PA 19144-3763

David Holloway San Rafael CA 94901-1117

Jerry Luterman La Grange Park IL 60526-5752

Margaret McCourt Philadelphia PA 19128-2005

Natasha Goins Charlotte NC 28277-3228

Pamela Tezza Ladson SC 29456-6100

Debra Henderson Moberly MO 65270-1329

Irving & Phyllis Sivin Brooklyn NY 11201-6404

Erika Lang Chicago IL 60614-2112

Irene Gnemi Newburg MO 65550-0440

Polly Doyle Shirland IL 61079-0035

Llisa Atkinson Columbia Station OH 44028-9447

Michael Cote Floral Park NY 11001-3043

Rosemary Agneessens Prescott AZ 86303-5719

Edmund Kordas New Baltimore MI 48051-2845

Pablo De Pinies Spring Lake NJ 07762-1140

Damian Bennett Lumberton TX 77657-7415

KELLY KREISER Tampa FL 33610-7426

Diana Lewis Oconomowoc WI 53066-9204

Cathy Pieratt Santa Cruz CA 95062-5318

Nancy Burkhard Saint Leon IN 47012-8544



Michael Cushing Boston MA 02124-2904

Greg Musser Las Vegas NV 89144-1663

Richard Kaelin Louisville KY 40220-1942

Diana Pash La Verne CA 91750-3239

Gael Venn Gilroy CA 95020-2642

Jon Oliver Los Angeles CA 90068-2310

Stephen Ingle Bloomington IN 47401-6069

Donna Jones Herndon VA 20171-2722

Cynthia Thomas Brownsburg IN 46112-8631

Silvia Bosch Hawthorne CA 90250-4922

Robert Perkis Margate FL 33063-5583

Mary Etherton Reisterstown MD 21136-6221

Martin Sanchez Van TX 75790-3850

Luther Crofton Princeton NJ 08543-2308

Sally Hall Rocklin CA 95765-4629

S. Ward Westfield NJ 07090-2132

Hannah Lange Mount Horeb WI 53572-2363

Kelly Smith Frisco TX 75034-0132

Susan von Schmacht Watsonville CA 95076-1047

Ken French Le Mars IA 51031-8427

Fred Fall Cherry Hill NJ 08034-3724

Mary Bordelon San Antonio TX 78207-4619

John & Kathryn Bernhardt Spring TX 77379-4504

Jim Davis Billings MT 59105-3743

Justin Smith Hinckley MN 55037-7443

Guy Chan Seattle WA 98195-0001

Matthew Coleman West Chester OH 45069-7659

Shannon Schmit Aurora CO 80015-2133

Robin Blakesley Canandaigua NY 14424-8854

Mariia Nesterenko Chicago IL 60660-4880

Harvey Eisen, Ph.D. Bethesda MD 20814-2023

Charles Murphy Overland Park KS 66223-3254

Diana Calderone Jupiter FL 33478-5470

Joseph Zloch Boston MA 02113-1116

Diana Laurenitis Sunderland MA 01375-9301

Beverly Waters Scott AR 72142-9341

Vivian Caramanna South Plainfield NJ 07080-4518

Cynthia Maruna Akron OH 44319-4024

Kevin Rosen Adelphi MD 20783-1125

Jennifer Marsden Salinas CA 93907-1690

Mary Matuszak Warren MI 48092-3230

Phillip Macias Hialeah FL 33015-2767

Pat Winkler Norwich CT 06360-1413

Janet Wood Hamburg NY 14075-2921

Jeannie Roberts Madison WI 53705-2131

Paola Accusani Bishop CA 93514-3119

Marsha Gottesman Midland MI 48642-9751

Stephanie Michel Boston MA 02119-3155

Shelley Snyder Gilson IL 61436-5025

Renee Simone-Wiley BAYONNE NJ 07002-1129

Susan Wyoral Duxbury MA 02332-4335

Aleksey Gershgorin Brooklyn NY 11235-2023

Amanda Powell Chicago IL 60640-1617

shelley zito Ventura CA 93003-3945



Shirley Sutter Vernon Hills IL 60061-1115

Paula Glaser Pico Rivera CA 90660-1979

Dorryann Markham Austin TX 78738-6095

Susan Moore Pelham AL 35124-3983

Russell Goodwin Seaford VA 23696-2480

Joshua Weise Brandon FL 33511-5433

Jenny Carroll Bothell WA 98012-5406

Sharon Rowell Morristown VT 05661-8974

William Billings Key Largo FL 33037-4114

Bill Shanks Seattle WA 98115-2633

Michael Nelson Portsmouth RI 02871-1101

L Payne Epsom NH 03234-4424

Mimi Biskus Gurnee IL 60031-3124

Heather DelPrincipe Poland OH 44514-2574

Mary Leslie Stillwater OK 74075-1307

Tim Hezzey Ipswich MA 01938-2261

Patricia Maley Wilmington DE 19801-3594

John Crombie Lanesville IN 47136-9469

Jordan Azzopardi Dublin OH 43016-9710

Vanessa Kong Hillsborough CA 94010-6703

James Lerch Largo FL 33773-2813

Colette A. West Palm Beach FL 33401-6643

wendy ryden oyster bay NY 11771-2315

Nancy Roslyn Rappaport Silver Spring MD 20903-1616

Mindy Miller Purcell OK 73080-3138

William Sullivan Marlton NJ 08053-1284

Taylor Reed Houston TX 77051-3001

Anita Carter Rochester NY 14608-1202

Debbie Susnjara Portland OR 97267-2454

Sibyl Ferguson Almelo 7608 XW

Herminia Mendoza Immokalee FL 34142-5561

Janet Stonick Westtown NY 10998

Lauren Bell East Greenbush NY 12061-1422

Alicia Baker New Hudson MI 48165-8909

Natali Y Brighton MA 02135-3804

Kyle Noeske Muskego WI 53150-3029

Jennifer Goade Sun Valley NV 89433-6713

Lisa Fogell Coventry RI 02816-5347

Will Golding Tacoma WA 98402-4802

Harlan Lebo La Mirada CA 90637-0614

Ina Kornblum Memmingen DE 87700

Zlato Walker Santiago YT 5697

Melinda Allen Milford MI 48381-4111

Sarah Brewer concord NC 28027-9522

Anne Blandin Rncho Murieta CA 95683-9534

Tyra Gaylord Granger IN 46530-6266

E Davies ITHACA NY 14850-4929

Sarah House Fayetteville AR 72701-2138

Kim Tharington Winston-Salem NC 27106-4703

Priscilla Smith Brookline MA 02446-3981

Mark Fox Orlando FL 32822-7145

Edward Tierney Hawthorn Woods IL 60047-9026

Sophie Carter Glendora CA 91741-2872

Donna Thompson Ronda NC 28670-8711



Fred Grimes Merrimack NH 03054-2901

Shelley Stevens Lubbock TX 79414-4717

Linda Abrams Louisville CO 80027-3207

Lucia Kucinskas Bristol CT 06010-2264

Cynthia Rodgers Clemson SC 29631-1030

Lynn Vellenga Columbia City OR 97018-9769

Kathryn Little Cleveland OH 44110-1181

Michael Hunter Woodacre CA 94973-0696

Austin Ellois Baton Rouge LA 70817-6987

Karen Dukovich Frankenmuth MI 48734-9789

Diana Divine Pickerington OH 43147-1301

Ce Gac Rochester NY 14617-4313

Erich Huff Pittsburgh PA 15225-1166

Elena C Bayside NY 11360-2486

Brian Habenicht Asheville NC 28806-4224

Carol Henning Los Angeles CA 90004-1126

Ellenie CHalla Alexandria VA 22312-2869

S. Costoff Elkhorn WI 53121-3957

Amy Keenan Post Falls ID 83854-8419

Susan Yerry Schuylerville NY 12871-1753

Evelyn Seguela Homer AK 99603-9677

Blythe Clark-McKitrick Portland OR 97223-7117

Danny McDANIEL Royal AR 71968-9550

Marie Winter Tustin CA 92780

Peter Engonidis Myrtle Beach SC 29577-8774

Robert Nunez Fort Plain NY 13339-4732

Mary Romanek Santa Monica CA 90404-1215

Meredith Lynch New Cumberland PA 17070-2209

Laila Mayes Lascassas TN 37085-5159

Greg Brooks Norristown PA 19403-2977

Paul Logue Thornton CO 80602-9229

Tammy Downing Mc Farland WI 53558-9241

Renee McGrath Worcester MA 01604-4058

Judy Cacippo Bessemer AL 35022-4615

Laurie Sterling Port Orchard WA 98366-8621

Barry Brossa Dripping Springs TX 78620-3834

Jessica Wardlaw Cottage Grove MN 55016-4823

Janet Christian Beavercreek OH 45430-1217

William Teabo Fayetteville TN 37334-6507

Richard Johnson Edina MN 55435-5979

Bonita Martin Ransomville NY 14131-9546

Austin Sandler New York NY 10034-1517

Jeffrey Sauer Los Alamos NM 87544-2405

Jack Polonka Peekskill NY 10566-4858

Eva Rehnberg Windsor locks CT 06096-2746

Julie Griffith St. Charles IL 60174-3739

Yen Pham El Monte CA 91732-2896

Kim Hernandez Tampa FL 33625-1639

Joan Ford Plantsville CT 06479-1836

Mary Downing Des Moines IA 50313-4160

Susan Jory Marana AZ 85658-4942

Mike Krebs Biloxi MS 39530-3705

Marcia Bourland Chicago IL 60637-1968

Leigh Brown Fischer TX 78623-2501



Danielle Porreca Hudson NY 12534-1303

Philip Keating Lorton VA 22079-1858

Ed Pool Myrtle Point OR 97458-9805

Rita Malpus Southport FL 32579

Cynthia Burgess Worden IL 62097-2221

James Elkin Nutley NJ 07110-2402

Lisa Lendl-Lander McKnight PA 15237-2054

Mike Conley Fenton MO 63026-3655

Walter Pearson Saint Paul MN 55119-4821

Hillary Walsh San Mateo CA 94401-4307

Nancy McLean Glendale AZ 85310-4297

Whitney Metz Mannington WV 26582-1127

Ruby Adknis Wichita Falls TX 76305-6502

Lamar Samples Winston GA 30187-1139

Karen Hellwig Los Angeles CA 90056-1737

Brian Miller Baton Rouge LA 70810-1174

Joan Ollom Fairbanks AK 99712-1025

Noa Iacob Ann Arbor MI 48108-2603

Jennifer Sullivan Lenox MA 01240-2864

Patrick Marooney Springfield OR 97477-1961

Nicole Cox Sacramento CA 95827-2421

Cheryl Finnegan Cary IL 60013-1877

Karen Hall Sonoma CA 95476-6239

Al Behrens Orlando FL 32835-1903

Elvia Ryan Oceanside CA 92057-7951

Vaughna Vananda Friendsville TN 37737-2214

Marilyn Harroff San Antonio TX 78230-2036

Sherri Hodges Phoenix AZ 85051-8117

Mark Delaney Keyport NJ 07735-5548

Maria Gomez VIENNA VA 22180-4109

Michael Moccio Indian Lake NY 12842-0236

Christiane Riederer von Paar Ashland VA 23005-2011

Makana Smith Honolulu HI 96816-3313

Relman Diaz Coral Gables FL 33146-3304

Gwen Osteen Denver CO 80229-2629

Charles Lustgarten Carol Stream IL 60188-4403

Nancy Gallegos Round Rock TX 78664-3443

Michael Eisenberg Raleigh NC 27613-8565

LUCAS VIRGINIE France None 31600

Jeremy Fryberger Ketchum ID 83340

Vanglique Silacci San Dimas CA 91773-0446

Lucia Maxwell Eastpoint FL 32328

Libby Frank Palm Beach Gardens FL 33410-2973

Stephen Titus Laguna Niguel CA 92677-1812

Alexandra Dantona Simi Valley CA 93063-2172

Stephanie Snedeker Phoenix AZ 85027-5709

Lilliana LaFontaine Little Canada MN 55117-1109

Sandy Gese Ione WA 99139-0623

John Winterberg Redondo Beach CA 90277-2883

Ronnie Pellacani Oakhurst NJ 07755-1319

Sidni Totten Austin TX 78723-4508

Elizabeth Kelly Dalton GA 30720-8777

Bill Lamorte worth IL 60482-1016

Christian Biondi Salinas CA 93907-1308



Dawne Meneguzzo Austin TX 78758-3293

Evelyn Keyes Washington DC 20007-4373

Debra Bayley Walled Lake MI 48390-2611

Dean Clarke Waterville OH 43566-9717

Daniel Dummer South Saint Paul MN 55075-1323

Richard Bold Vista CA 92084-2613

Laura Prushinski Larksville PA 18704-1607

Ashley Waldorf Rapid City SD 57702-3219

Sharlene Dixon Westport MA 02790-4382

Cyndi Miller San Francisco CA 94105-3907

Tina Elton Coraopolis PA 15108-9788

Bonnie Guon Penfield NY 14526-2731

Edith Jeffrey New York NY 10028-4540

Zachary Andreucci Milwaukee WI 53207-2556

Erik Kemper Laguna Beach CA 92651-1519

Catharine Tipton Atlanta GA 30317-1346

Anne Bonneville Gainesville FL 32601-4532

Molly Johnson San Mateo CA 94402-1151

Eric Zatarack Mohrsville PA 19541-0258

Shelley Sterrett Santa monica CA 90402-1559

Sharon Greenrod Cleveland OH 44111-1144

Olivia Valdez Lompoc CA 93436-3111

Dawn Ohlsson Sarasota FL 34231-8207

Connor Hansell Salt Lake City UT 84121-1276

Gerald Telep Rncho Cordova CA 95742-7766

Gregg Silk San Bruno CA 94066-4953

Susan Long Indianapolis IN 46205-1334

Brian Kalimian Manhattan NY 10016-5412

Maria Rivers Charleston SC 29412-8106

Pam Raikos Dayton OH 45424-0344

Senseney Marshall Falls Church VA 22042-3117

Esther Kennedy Millsboro DE 19966-6283

Julie Higgins Mendocino CA 95460-1562

Debra Lancia New Port Richey FL 34652-2332

Russ Wall Hebron CT 6248

Diane Lutz Allentown PA 18104-2653

Doug Koffler Vandergrift PA 15690-2125

Donna Sherman Butler PA 16001-1942

Heloise Seailles Plainville MA 02762-2232

Diana Staab Trafford PA 15085-1312

Aldo Villani South Hadley MA 01075-2166

Donna Janke Port Saint Lucie FL 34953-5732

Thomas Louden Perkasie PA 18944-2485

Sandra Elliott Portland OR 97225-6247

Janet Smith Oakdale CA 95361-2708

Amy Difar Merrick NY 11566

Joan Walker Chenango Fks NY 13746-1012

Marguerite Eliasson South Beach OR 97366-6907

Marta Lodge Madrid NC 28006

Robyn Little Napa CA 94559-3345

Sean Dalgety Cape Town None 7530

Megan Rivera Waterbury VT 05676-1866

Colleen McGlone New Port Richey FL 34655-2505

Rebeca Rodriguez Los Angeles CA 90064-2720



Frances Galbreath Oakhurst TX 77359-0042

Bee Attkisson Arlington VA 22201-1745

Patricia Rogers Naples FL 34120-1633

Katherine Mitchell newfane VT 05345-9518

Joanna Ryter Placitas NM 87043-8809

KElly Reymers Tampa FL 33629-6118

Sharon Boggs Rittman OH 44270-1455

Patrick Scarry O'Fallon MO 63366-4628

Richard Heller Santee CA 92071-5162

Eric Banks Ukiah CA 95482-0711

Rosita Rumble New York NY 10010-6532

Chetana Knight Palo Alto CA 94306-3533

Jenna Osiason New York NY 10012-3311

Diana Greenhalgh New Milton WV 26411-6239

Mary Rupp Fishers IN 46038-1012

Marsha Kai Edgerton WI 53534-9092

Kathy Kosinski Goleta CA 93117-1500

Monica Fleeger Evansville IN 47720-5468

Sharon Burr Fort Collins CO 80525-6336

Walter Jeffery Pittsburgh PA 15243-2040

Patty Duffy Canal Winchester OH 43110-1205

Michelle Dent Las Cruces NM 88011-4666

debra dandeles palos hills IL 60465-1658

Robert Railey Des Moines IA 50310-3431

Rochelle La Frinere San Diego CA 92114-6723

Susannah Everlund Seattle WA 98125-4256

Marshall Schwartz Oakland CA 94602-1713

Daibra Duncan Elk WA 99009-9720

Patricia Fox Olympia WA 98513-5049

RoseAnn Hansen Flagstaff AZ 86004-1008

Mike Butkiewicz Sterling Heights MI 48313-1352

Patrick Gallagher Lake Placid NY 12946-0306

Ben Rall Spokane WA 99205-5635

Karin Sachs Chestnut Ridge NY 10977-6106

Whitney Watters St Augustine FL 32084-3591

James Bergantino Bakersfield CA 93313-6100

Megan Croft San Diego CA 92128-2001

Percy Johnson Berea KY 40403-1623

Christopher Stimson` Akron OH 44313-5062

Patricia Price Prescott AZ 86305-2136

Courtney Borley Luxemburg WI 54217-9654

Paul Siegel Mount Pleasant SC 29464-2538

Rob Nobrega DAVENPORT FL 33897-5627

Sherry Carroll Miami FL 33165-6837

Nicole Bohlman Coram NY 11727-1117

Ruth Yurchuck Decatur GA 30033-2511

Dana Willis-Jick Red Wing MN 55066-3995

Christine Schuppe Rancho Cordova CA 95670-2161

Joseph Blum San Francisco CA 94110-5209

Reatha Soltis Salem OH 44460-9732

Mari Schuyler Marietta GA 30066-4119

Danielle deConge Pikesville MD 21208-2126

Doris Potter St-Laurent QC H4L 5E7

Scott Wollenberg Darien IL 60561-4221



Barbara Shepard Chicago IL 60657-7870

Sam Schiller Lemont IL 60439-7331

Daryl Brown New York NY 10014-6227

Carol Moss Sacramento CA 95816-5626

Renata Dubiel Oak Lawn IL 60453-4671

Cynthia Ditmore Houston TX 77036-5532

Kris Greenier Biddeford ME 04005-4485

Heather Savino East Haven CT 06512-4541

Lynn Slonaker Pawling NY 12564-3429

Brian Inzer OXR AL 35763-9527

Julie Wiebe winnipeg MB 20036

Elsa Lee Cerritos CA 90703-8517

Paivi Johanna Passas Oslo/ Norway None 364

Diana Espinosa San Jose del Cabo None 23444

Megan Yarnall Eureka CA 95503-9546

Peg Andrews St. Petersburg FL 33709-5874

Kathy Corbin Georgetown GA 39854-3439

Morgan Lazenby Cambridge MA 02139-2302

Geoff Skews Yellowstone Natl Park WY 82190-0091

Lisa Hofmann Omaha NE 68136-1941

Barbara Schenk Los Angeles CA 90049-3501

Ilya Storozhinskiy DENVER CO 80204-4060

Jean Gilsing Los Altos CA 94022-2149

Linda Gregory Bellingham WA 98227-2248

Debra Welsh Boulder CO 80303-8113

Lisa Johnson Portland OR 97210-2745

Suzanne Peters Knoxville TN 37934-2815

Christopher Champion Toledo OH 43613-3812

Glen Deardorff Castro Valley CA 94546-2722

Susan Harlan Mcdonough GA 30252-4206

Laurra Sheldon Berwick ME 03901-2828

Karen Ornelas San Pedro CA 90731-2424

Jacqueline Williamson Keystone Heights FL 32656-5935

Debbie Carroll West Chester OH 45069-2223

Ernest Johnson Pflugerville TX 78660-7719

Wylie Bryant Friday Harbor WA 98250-0933

Ellen Wertheim Rockaway Park NY 11694-2685

Jenifer Taylor Clifton Park NY 12065-2634

Nancy Basant Annandale MN 55302-3043

Dorothy Pfeffer Sparta NJ 07871-1620

Cheyne Cumming Rapid City SD 57701-3514

Anne Levy Roslindale MA 02131-4400

Wilma Meyers Norwalk CT 06850-4429

Melissa Jurkowski Fond Du Lac WI 54935-4447

Jasmyn Gray Orkney AK 135792468

Vally Leonard Fort Lupton CO 80621-1259

Sarah K Birmingham AL 35213

Kailey Kefi Herndon VA 20170-2319

Mary Normandin Clifton Park NY 12065-6361

Robert Vandervennet Tipton MI 49287-9614

Michelle Santhanam Hudson OH 44236-2265

Morgan Hughes Geyserville CA 95441

Ron Bebb Hutchinson KS 67501-4547

Kathy Cox New Bern NC 28562-9150



Jennifer Humiston Huntsville AL 35801-4128

Anne Pavlic Northville MI 48167-2410

Joseph Serbus Bird Island MN 55310-2041

Danny Greene Escondido CA 92025-6012

Nicole Matos Ramirez Davie FL 33325-4524

Morton Hughes Crestview FL 32539-6398

Stewart Casey Garden Grove CA 92841-4638

Erika Boka King george VA 22485

Kim Collins Lafayette CO 80026-9347

Taina Diaz-Reyes Winston-Salem NC 27106-3819

Diego Celis Arcata CA 95521-4529

Michele Conlin Spokane Valley WA 99206-7102

K B Cs CO 80907

Jan Blazanin Waukee IA 50263-8024

Sara Gately Hyde Park MA 02136-3430

Raquel Cito Moreno Valley CA 92557-7323

Szilvia Pozsgai-Kises Parker CO 80134-9265

Elliott Bales Hixson TN 37343-3297

Mary Metakos Montpelier VT 05602-9475

Erica Prather Denver CO 80205-4729

Ellen Ritter Marengo IL 60152-2145

Gaya Branderhorst Los Angeles CA 90068-2039

Teri Weir Omaha NE 68134-2799

Lise Emond Pasadena MD 21122-5316

Jacqueline Burr-Lonnon Lantana TX 76226-7373

Saniye Bavbekova Brooklyn NY 11214-2257

Jo Winters Philadelphia PA 19103-4907

Ben Goodin La Pine OR 97739-7529

GEORGE WHALEY LA GRANGE IL 60525-2950

Maynard Brandt Saint Paul MN 55122-1617

Nancy Schwall Stafford VA 22554-7652

Joel Carico Concord CA 94521-5303

Jody Riesberg Denver CO 80206-4400

Jodi Ford Perkiomenville PA 18074-9786

Trigg Wright Spring TX 77379-8027

V G Chicago IL 60645

Vane Boh México None 10000

Deborah Perry Kaysville UT 84037-9679

Jen Frank Sherrills Ford NC 28673-7865

Darren Spurr Whittier CA 90608-0255

glenn barclift Jacksonville FL 32234-2329

Lark Svenson Fairfield IA 52556-4800

Debbie Maerz Vestal NY 13850-2509

Victoria Cline Troy NY 12180-8877

Amber Canite Hauser ID 83854-8156

Sara Scanlan San Francisco CA 94112-2116

Clyde George Surprise AZ 85379-5155

April Strohmeyer Mauston WI 53948

Richard LaBudie Spring Lake MI 49456-1540

Eva Raepple Santa Fe NM 87507-9605

Jan Berlin Cable WI 54821-4525

Valerie Connor Winston-Salem NC 27104-3455

Dee Bell Marietta GA 30064-3248

Ryan Ubias Houston TX 77096-2947



Michele Hondo Wailuku HI 96793-1512

Monika Holm Oakland CA 94611-2143

Miki Cannon Chatsworth CA 91311-6805

Karl Steinberg Newport Beach CA 92663-4023

Felicia Saunders Santa Barbara CA 93117-2512

Gene Burshuliak Orange CT 06477-1706

Kathleen Aub Boca Raton FL 33431-6719

Mike Souza Tallmadge OH 44278-3111

Melissa Vasconcellos Ventura CA 93006-7564

Karol Patsy Clinton PA 15026-1588

Jono Knight Kahului HI 96732-1340

Sharon Gershman Needham MA 02492-2205

Cathy Morrison Albuquerque NM 87123-3439

Judy Robbins Largo FL 33774-3402

Sara Adams Asheville NC 28805-9781

Lisa Upperman Phoenix AZ 85013-1634

Patrick MacDiarmid East Amherst NY 14051-2197

Lulu LaRocca Toluca Lake CA 91602-2560

Alexandra Torres-Krushinski Glencove NY 11542-1923

Meredith Morgan Fairlawn OH 44333-3122

Carol Azar Pittsburgh PA 15208-2735

Jennifer Thornton Leverett MA 01054-9501

Mildred Badlu flushing NY 11365-4135

Trish Palmer Chicago IL 60645-5641

Mary Lazas Elmhurst IL 60126-2221

Peter Hochfellner Elk Grove Village IL 60007-4606

Robert McElroy Easton PA 18042-3957

Nichelle Virzi Riverside CA 92509-2849

Soheila Comninos Washington DC 20002-5230

Douglas Iszard Colorado Springs CO 80919-2459

Kristin Culpepper Cincinnati OH 45245-1141

Jazmine Harvey Kincheloe MI 49788-1323

Chan Darby Florence AL 35630-1625

Shabaka Moore Petersburg VA 23805-1410

Sharon Colyar Clovis CA 93612-5829

Rj Cooper Irvine CA 92618-1065

Jessica Paolini Valencia CA 91355-4961

John Fay Wheaton MD 20902-1443

Gary Thaler Revere MA 02151-4112

Jennifer Adams Tampa FL 33624-4004

Debbie Burns Rocky mount NC 27801-9188

Andie Almeida Portland OR 97215-3069

Jackie Murtha Hackettstown NJ 07840-3705

Anthony Vecchiarelli Vernon CT 06066-2443

Sharon McCormick Sierra Madre CA 91024-1032

Naomi Elliott Las Vegas NV 89131-4743

Julie Wisz North Augusta SC 29860-7502

Elizabeth Reisch Riverview FL 33569-2724

Donna Andrews Racine WI 53405-1104

Karen Ohland Lawrence Township NJ 08648-1228

Lelia Vaughan Jonesville TX 75659-0129

Camie Rodgers Radcliff KY 40160-9789

Pritha Ghosh Arizona AZ 85001

Ellie Bendure Tampa FL 33612-3977



Joe Mendez Henderson NV 89014-3430

Kathy Brooks Union NJ 07083-6913

Lisi Brown Lynn MA 01902-3428

Terri Minford Cooksville MD 21723-9409

Maria Delgado-Librero Roanoke VA 24011-2441

Diana Cooksey Bozeman MT 59715-8271

Cynthia Hicks Phoenix AZ 85015-3827

Lane Butler Tempe AZ 85281-0011

David Bullard Waterloo IA 50701-2835

Dena Turner Portland OR 97215-2805

Katherine Okulewicz Spring TX 77373-8916

Leann Orick Lima OH 45805-2243

Victoria Demetre Freeland WA 98249-9489

Ann Snuggs George West TX 78022-1192

Tammy Rushton Fort Walton Beach FL 32548-4811

Sandra Denninger Tiverton RI 02878-4466

Melany & Jim McClurg Red Rock TX 78662-0212

Bulldog Mary Simmons Arroyo Grande CA 93420-5932

Paulette Shafer Spring grove VA 23881-8835

Patricia Linehan Camillus NY 13031-2411

Larisa Strijicova Gaithersburg MD 20879-3536

Sarah Johnson Brooklyn NY 11238-1304

Cheryl Petzel Oak Lawn IL 60453-3066

Lisa Lauderdale Chelsea OK 74016

Valerie Van Griethuysen Beavercreek OH 45434-7064

Nancy Niemeir Tucson AZ 85711-1412

Liz Brechter Ronkonkoma NY 11779-2289

Nicholas Radtke Phoenix AZ 85015-4741

Richard Potts Sun City West AZ 85375-5853

kazuyo kashiwaya Niigata None 95920-0002

Cathy Carlson Shirley BC V9Z 1G9

Patrick Holinda Evergreen CO 80439-5318

Kristin Kalamatas Roselle IL 60172-2335

Patrick Conn Kent WA 98031-9669

John Avoles Hastings MN 55033-9520

Linda Bourbonniere Winnipeg MB R2M0

Ana Carneiro Brasilia None 70878040

Richard Puglisi Bridgewater NJ 08807-2533

David Radden Hudson FL 34667-3258

Cathy Martin Smyrna GA 30080-6470

Adriana De La Garza Fort Lauderdale FL 33304-2950

Gerda Rasker Oakland CA 94611-2133

Thomas H Carlton OR 97111-9529

Doug Springer Calgary AB T2R 1C5

Debra Allen Royse City TX 75189-6716

Jayme Dawicki New Berlin WI 53151-3069

Susan Nickerson Battle Ground WA 98604-4824

Kay Beams Eden Prairie MN 55347-3149

Margaret Melnick Rimbey AB T0C 2J0

Virginia Johle Houston TX 77014-2577

Kathleen Mittel Palos Hills IL 60465-1162

Donna Engle Towanda PA 18848-1439

Cindy Kieckhaefer Phoenix AZ 85032-6932

Sara Larson Colorado Springs CO 80917-2932



Kristin Kokal Cape Coral FL 33914-6516

Wilson Lee Sacramento CA 95814-5735

Lindi Higgins Brewster MA 02631-2044

Terri Dustan Exeter None Ex46Lx

Margaret Wing Adelaide None 5164

Jan Yates Forsyth GA 31029-9137

Dubrava Elena Khabarovsk NE 68003

Lois Brex Jamaica VA 23079-2030

Grace Henning Penn Hills PA 15235-3526

Duane Marston Edmonton AB T5T 0S1

Pauline Mansfield Adelaide None 5000

Jennifer Day Toronto ON M6J 0E9

Stacey Larson HIGHLANDS RANCH CO 80126-5718

Linda Winchester Norristown PA 19401-3234

Susan Tillman Baton Rouge LA 70816-2843

Harley Armentrout Chino Valley AZ 86323-6397

Deanna Schlagenhaft Fountain Hills AZ 85268-3005

Cherie LeBlanc Richmond BC V6Y 1A4

Lesley Westbrook Killeen TX 76543-8065

Elizabeth Frank Tucson AZ 85716-3216

Becky Skalsky Runnells IA 50237-2159

Marc Stein Monument CO 80132-8051

JONATHAN AUSTIN Bend OR 97702-1162

Gail Paulin Tucson AZ 85730-1515

Rachelle Moody Topsham ME 4086

Rachel Sternberg Asheville NC 28806-2815

Randall Leever Eldora CO 80466-9544

Mary Holewa FOLEY MN 56357-8943

Jennifer Piche Centennial CO 80015-3741

Kelly Walker North Miami Beach FL 33160-3121

Margaret Wettergreen Bellingham WA 98225-5211

Nicholas Renella Arleta CA 91331-5253

Denise Arn Bloomington IN 47401-7153

Lisa Pisano Brooklyn NY 11214-6004

Belinda Scarborough St Petersburg FL 33712-5208

Linda Talamo Cranston RI 02910-4626

Bruce Hoffman Thomasville PA 17364-9506

Karen Wilkinson Peterborough SA None 5422

Shaney Barnard Auckland None 630

Bonnie Zotos Sherrills Ford NC 28673-7295

Sara Rabbani Los Angeles CA 90024-4436

Gregory Kardell Jersey City NJ 07302-4626

Marie Young New Paltz NY 12561-0147

Anne Bumbak Cleveland OH 44124-3531

Wayne Senft London ON N6K 1C2

Meredith McCutcheon Indianapolis IN 46256-1665

Christopher Lile Waynesville NC 28786-1992

Sue Nuccio Syracuse NY 13206-3146

Yulee Frederick Draper UT 84020-2519

Kristen Ringham Minneapolis MN 55406-2118

Sylvia Ford Lakewood WA 98498-4036

Michelle Jacobs Kempton None 1631

Rebecca Skalsky Runnells IA 50237-2159

Dean Borgeson Crosslake MN 56442-3081



Paul Jokelson Oakland CA 94606-1257

William Hudson, jr. Los Angeles CA 90010-2901

Kristin Hegwood Crofton MD 21114-1861

Sylvia Aparicio Clovis CA 93612-4493

Kathleen Magee Pahrump NV 89048-6226

Sherry Crossin Houston TX 77079-7126

Debbie Stinehart Park Hills MO 63601-2115

Suzanne Miller Paradise PA 17562-9601

Serena Levingston Philadelphia PA 19119-3415

Lynore Manning Oscoda Township MI 48750

Mary Reed Duanesburg NY 12056-4108

jim bungarden Wells MN 56097-1728

Linda Gilbert Scarborough ME 04074-4411

Karen Bratty Springfield MA 01128-1350

Roberta Marine Lansing MI 48917-7801

Beth Taghizadeh North Chesterfield VA 23235-6500

sue vanleeuwen Mount Freedom NJ 07970-0076

Susan Frommell Portage PA 15946-0220

Carina Liberal Rancho Cucamonga CA 91737-2423

Karen Wonders Phoenix AZ 85048-7411

Alice Vogel Hillside IL 60162-1130

Barbara gagliardi Sedona AZ 86336-4358

Jane Grove Sunset UT 84015-2366

vicki obtien Ridgewood NY 11385-3319

Jeffrey Kramer Superior CO 80027-8604

Lynn Hoang Fullerton CA 92833-1557

Shahaneh Limonadi Santa Monica CA 90405-1625

Dan Snyder University Place WA 98467-2927

Natalie Haddad Ann Arbor MI 48103-4467

Amy Dalporto Winston-Salem NC 27103-4840

James Stratman Denver CO 80204-3566

Lydia Mokos Cooper City FL 33330-4289

Christopher Tumolo Killingly CT 06239-2132

Joe Cieplak Cheshire CT 06410-1417

Ann Poshka Glendora NJ 08029-1426

Amy Sung Lapeer MI 48446-9302

Allister Layne Conyers GA 30094-5867

tony polis MASSAPEQUA PARK NY 11762-2618

Jeff Czach Schaumburg IL 60195-1926

Audrey Lasse Oconomowoc WI 53066-3545

Barnett Barnett, Ina Huntington Beach CA 92646-4750

lois flynn Phoenix AZ 85004-1547

Kat Kalashian Towson MD 21204-6622

Johnny Hall Dana KY 41615-9051

Annette Long-Stinnett Tahlequah OK 74465-0024

GIna Truex Arcadia CA 91006-1501

Donna Ehret Rome IN 47574-8900

Jennifer Abernathy Bend OR 97709-1001

Jean Svadlenka Wilsonville OR 97070-8761

Bernadette Monaghan Tarpon Springs FL 34689-1203

Michael Borghi Fountain CO 80817-2064

Greta Carrillo National City CA 91950-8148

karen donofrio Philadelphia PA 19104-3045

Hannah Gottlieb ANN ARBOR MI 48103-3855



Kurt Steinman Denton TX 76209-6388

Parisa Chamlou Springfield VA 22150-4120

Thomas Holubeck Cincinnati OH 45215-4151

John McGrath Northbridge MA 01588-1208

Sandra Standeford Indianapolis IN 46224-5507

Don Williams Nicasio CA 94946-0527

Michelle Krueger Merrillville IN 46410-2955

c D Berkeley CA 94703-1019

Kayla Magnuson Las Vegas NV 89145-6026

Shelly Atkinson Kent OH 44240-2628

Terry Doughman Omaha NE 68106-1542

Ross Youmans Arlington VA 22206-4906

Cathy Davis Senatobia MS 38668-6371

Beth Olson Fairhope AL 36532

Elizabeth Gifford Watertown MA 02472-3485

Katherine Zeitler Columbus OH 43221-2641

Arlene Leas Lexington IN 47138-7153

Shelley Hartz Littleton MA 01460-1122

June Lanning N Ridgeville OH 44039-2050

Debbie Wall Winnipeg MB R3G 2J3

Pamelabb Kane Bedminster Township NJ 07921-2116

Barbara Youngquist@sbcglobal.net Evanston IL 60203-1515

Andrew Lyall Corpus Christi TX 78415-3022

Scarlett Bacon ROWLETT TX 75088-6580

Chris Brown Boonville NC 27011-8772

Gerard Ridella Castro Valley CA 94546-2506

Mark Morganstern Rosendale NY 12472-9718

Carol Spano Cranston RI 02921-1734

Christine Mongeau Henrico VA 23233-7391

Linda Goldstone San Francisco CA 94117-3816

Ruth Reagel Winnetka IL 60093-2439

Joseph Folino Gallo Coraopolis PA 15108-2744

Denis Bump Racine WI 53402

Yogi Caldwell Loves Park IL 61111-4331

Eric Nichandros Castro Valley CA 94552-1601

Lindsay Crouse Gloucester MA 01930-1322

Carole Farrar Arlington VA 22206-1328

Matthew Horvath Mayfield OH 44143-3520

Dijana Besic N Las Vegas NV 89081-6802

Nina Nguyen Houston TX 77006-3458

Lena Sayers Snohomish WA 98296-5410

Tona Rose Sacramento CA 95814-2849

Patricia Goldsworthy Puyallup WA 98375-7516

Jennifer Schultz Cheektowaga NY 14227-2028

Teresa Phillips Fort Collins CO 80525-5822

John Dillard Santa Barbara CA 93111-1110

Leah Zilbergeld New York NY 10034-6321

Darlene Danko South Fork CO 81154-9681

Chantal Livernois Lathrup Village MI 48076-2682

Gia Granucci Healdsburg CA 95448-7079

Jacqueline Stewart Niskayuna NY 12309-4718

Constance Bush Crystal River FL 34428-6756

Alexis Grone Oceanside CA 92058-1727

Julie Spencer Ann Arbor MI 48103-3170



Susan Miller White Haven PA 18661-8535

Laureen Coughlin Olmsted Falls OH 44138-2140

Ian Proctor Stevens Point WI 54481-5239

Lurie Nassau Evergreen CO 80439-7953

Paula Touhey Kenosha WI 53142-5181

Jacob Thomas Bellevue ID 83313-0433

Sammi Blanchard Bella Vista AR 72714-5213

Heather Woodman Orlando FL 32825-3747

Susana Lavery Fort Bragg CA 95437-3919

tara ohiggins Campbell CA 95008-4064

Ree Whitford Napa CA 94558-6301

Lauren LeBlanc Oxford CT 06478-1661

Norma Lee Cathedral City CA 92235-1476

Susan MacLeod Monett MO 65708-1805

Alicia Talerico Young Harris GA 30582-2814

Nataliya Yakovleva Largo FL 33770-4334

Matt Cornell DURANGO CO 81303-3400

Sharon DeVita Pocatello ID 83202-5170

Stacy Hegge Scotts Hill TN 38374-5130

Nancy Bengtson Sedona AZ 86351-9026

Jeff Kronick Lake Orion MI 48361-0345

Barbara Troyan San Luis Obispo CA 93401-6621

Rose Folino Gallo Coraopolis PA 15108-2744

Kathy Hedden Keansburg NJ 07734-1360

Indira Wedell Sausalito CA 94965

Audrey Mathison Kansas City MO 64133-7201

Susan Kammiller Lorain OH 44052-1713

Claudia Lee Miller Oroville WA 98844-9329

Nicole Dambrun White Lake MI 48386-2912

Mary Megan Sarasota FL 34231-3616

Fonda Elder Sullivan IL 61951-6425

Jacky Westoby Brough NY 12345

Rosa Lopez Panorama City CA 91402-3806

Laura Mayo Mission Viejo CA 92691-5937

Edgar Gehlert Hyde Park NY 12538-2036

Karen Coll Pittsburgh PA 15214-1619

Kathleen Pierce Newbury Park CA 91320-3608

Amy Nussbaum Chicago IL 60657-4610

Rhonda Hulbert Catskill NY 12414

Cesar Raposo Endicott NY 13760-3237

Constance Otten Midland Park NJ 07432-1855

Jim Peckarsky Saint Germain WI 54558-0651

Laurie Dell Phoenix AZ 85048-8853

Robert Oman Sylmar CA 91342-1339

Hana Correa La Quinta CA 92253-3691

Bess Boonroong Springboro OH 45066-7103

Anabelle Anderson La Verne CA 91750-1633

Justin Tennikait Bethalto IL 62010-1432

Susan Ross King Of Prussia PA 19406-1578

Scott Kozoll Champaign IL 61821-6546

Nancy Root Grand Rapids MN 55744-3651

Lorna Freels San Jose CA 95112-2245

Martin Rickman Black Canyon City AZ 85324-0452

Shan Lin New York NY 10017-5900



K. S. Limke Tulsa OK 74152-0429

Ralph Billick Tabernacle NJ 08088-8706

Elizabeth Prioleau Fairburn GA 30213-8001

Lynn Murphy Davenport IA 52806-1746

Lisa Barrow Homer NY 13077-1546

Judith Arbeit Roswell GA 30076-2345

Pat Mellini Mentor OH 44060-9306

J. Alessi Chicago IL 60657-1521

Lisa Holden Austin TX 78703-3836

Tammera Hinshaw Dallas OR 97338-0693

wilhelm strateff Seminole FL 33772-4604

Gary Costello Milford MA 01757-4120

Evanna Kemble Georgetown SC 29440-5936

Wendy Morse Glenwood Springs CO 81601-3517

Vance Marshall II Traverse City MI 49684-8432

Sherri Feest Mendon MA 01756-1255

Lin Bunton Mount Shasta CA 96067-9059

Sue Herrmann Santa Fe NM 87501-8937

Joseph Pinc Vancouver WA 98662-1729

Mary Herron Wildwood NJ 08260-4360

Veronica Liebert Drexel Hill PA 19026-4506

William Morrow Conowingo MD 21918-1754

Luan Christ Sacramento CA 95831-2929

Christina Dolan Coon Valley WI 54623-8009

Mary Bell Corona CA 92882-2842

Vicki Jevne Shorewood IL 60404-0650

Cheryl Rockwell Santa Cruz CA 95060-2971

James Tonrey Staten Island NY 10306-1820

Ann Dorsey Northridge CA 91325-3844

Siri Bletzer San Antonio TX 78256-2025

Barbara Roberts Deale MD 20751-9719

Lisa Emswiller Cambridge City IN 47327-1321

Gwenna Weshinskey Murphysboro IL 62966-6659

Dorene Doane Sylvan Lake MI 48320-1642

Debra Tiritilli Apache Junction AZ 85120-7442

Christine Caredda Rego Park NY 11374-2544

Brenda Haig Long Beach CA 90803-2303

Paul Lucas Madison WI 53703-1819

Kat Straughn Concord CA 94518-2004

Rebecca Audet New Castle NH 03854-0043

Carol Nugent Hillsboro OR 97124-4044

Paul Mauzey Rosharon TX 77583-1116

Baila Lemonik Mahopac NY 10541-7528

Nancy Strzepek Norridge IL 60706-4541

Kar Lang Wilmington NC 28403-4171

John Peterson Temecula CA 92592-3203

Nancy Antilla Alto NM 88312

Kevin McAleer Manhasset NY 11030-1303

Pam Sargent Durango CO 81301-5718

Isabel Freeman Topanga CA 90290-3448

Kaiulani Myer Los Angeles CA 90732

Lloyd Lunham Fairport NY 14450-9021

Micheal Blankenship Dallas TX 75219-1850

Celeste Perkey MISHAWAKA IN 46544-4123



Janette Jackson New Carlisle OH 45344-2718

Julie Kliger Oakland CA 94619-3537

Mario Rocha Vancouver BC V6G 1R9

Sarah Young Lansdowne PA 19050-1633

Allison Walsh Greenwich CT 06830-6871

Anita Seegler New Kensington PA 15068-5002

Cole Carter Lawrence KS 66049-4149

Karen Sage Rogers AR 72758-5067

Russ McCann Portsmouth NH 03801-2744

Mary Unger Moore SC 29369-9009

Louis Garcia Long Island City NY 11101-7422

Gina Venables Stow OH 44224-1158

Joshua Yarborough Woonsocket RI 02895-1274

Annie Eicher McKinleyville CA 95519-9772

Michele McCoy Sunland CA 91040-1255

Brenda Reese Clifton VA 20124-2045

Susan Kirk Ogden UT 84403-0760

Bernadette Mocarsky Woodbridge NJ 07095-3625

Russel Boykiw Clearfield PA 16830-3505

Dianne Ostrow Wrightwood CA 92397

Christina Wood Saint Charles MO 63304-7674

Dan Boomhower Williston VT 05495-7685

Peter Mamorski Jersey City NJ 07302-6501

sheila pryor Salt Lake City UT 84108-2623

Ruth Jackson Knoxville TN 37920-6456

Darien Reece Woodville VA 22749-1836

Terri Stromberg Redmond WA 98052-1226

Robert Melcher Muskego WI 53150-8121

Dave Blattner Easton PA 18045-3104

Amanda Block-Haley Apopka FL 32712-5588

Deborah Siegal West Falmouth MA 02574-0734

Timothy Brennan Farmington NY 14425-1121

Aaron Abromowitz Woodland Hills CA 91367-3727

Caitlin Johnston Felton CA 95018-9638

Joanna Lynden Boulder CO 80301-5832

Marian Cruz Merced CA 95348-2374

Charmaine DuBray Rapid City SD 57701

Bruce Colburn Rochester NY 14612-5142

Charles Baumann Geneva IL 60134-3010

John Hart Fort Edward NY 12828-4035

Ty Wills Castle Rock CO 80104-4151

LaVerne McGregor Fort Collins CO 80524-2685

Paula Applegate DELPHI IN 46923-9266

James Christ Chandler AZ 85226-5868

Barbara Collins Troy NH 03465-2437

Shannon Harris Sydney None 2560

Eileen Duppstadt La Porte TX 77571-2568

Nancy Koch West Allis WI 53214-4961

Kathryn McWilliams Colorado Springs CO 80909-1321

Laura and bill Congdon Lewes DE 19958-5322

Christina A Los Alamos NM 87544-1745

Anna Kapelus Winnipeg MB R3V 1C2

Keron Krol Plymouth MI 48170-4444

Debra Lambert Kankakee IL 60901-7344



Micah Goodman Savannah GA 31404-5060

Dacelle Peckler Paris KY 40361-9443

Aaron Wade Titusville FL 32780-4262

Rob Windsor Stoke FL 33388-

Catherine D. V. KY 403500123

Debra Carter Temple Terrace FL 33617-4126

Judith Campo Canoga Park CA 91304-5610

John & Lu-Ping Gamble Independence MO 64055-1477

Robert Welch Haverhill MA 01832-1127

Peggy McCullagh Jericho VT 05465-3079

Phillip Immohr New Milford CT 06776-3720

Kelly Finn Grass Valley CA 95949-7802

Edith Renton Clearwater FL 33761-2809

Gara Rivera Oklahoma City OK 73159-2104

Suzan Worrell Scottsdale AZ 85254-4705

Feather Sedam Providence RI 02906-2422

Mary Oconnell San Francisco CA 94123-3454

Jose de Arteaga Washington DC 20020-3314

Mary Miller Phoenix AZ 85023-2670

Lori Angelo Hamden CT 06518-1528

Anita Banks Evansville IN 47728-0121

Stacy Crawford Durango CO 81301-4849

Joanna Stiehl Olympia WA 98506-4229

Mary Shabbott Punta Gorda FL 33950-1312

Gail Clendenen Gainesville GA 30506-4715

Beth Borland Portland OR 97203-3509

Matilde Ravizza Sturt None 5047

Maiko Kushida Chiba None 29002

Dawn Leaf Silver Spring MD 20910-1507

Joan Mahery Asheville NC 28803-8544

Laura Anderson OLEAN NY 14760-2102

Alexia Coolidge Milford MA 01757-1493

Noel Emswiler Bartlett TN 38135-1176

Frank Hill Cathedral City CA 92234-3052

Sarah McILwraith North Shore None 744

Christina Billimoria San Diego CA 92127-3657

Jenny Ankin Marrickville None NSW

Hunter Klapperich Stanley WI 54768-1159

Monika Thaller Wuerzburg, GERMANY OR 97075

Valerie Miller mcDonough GA 30252-7003

Thomas Monroe Pompano Beach FL 33064-6371

Shelly Green Delta BC V4L 2K9

Bettemae Johnson Albuquerque NM 87123-3493

catherine snyder Okatie SC 29909-2055

Barbara Wood Prescott AZ 86305-8843

Joan Savarese Martinez CA 94553-5343

Hans Schreger Maybrook NY 12543-1300

Kim Allen Dallas TX 75243-4510

Jessica Pate Akron OH 44312-3548

Diane Bonar Mansfield OH 44903-2012

Roberta Corona Pittsburgh PA 15235-3147

Wesley Nanamori Honolulu HI 96826-2306

Esterina Bodarky Sumter SC 29150-2279

Omar Pivaral Reston VA 20191-1900



Brooklin Bennett Avondale AZ 85323-3328

Cynthia Willsey Blue Springs MO 64015-2100

Ronald Hammill Pittsburgh PA 15227-3705

Lily Beaumont Kerrville TX 78028-6426

Edward Kuszajewski Greensburg PA 15601-5543

Diana Campbell Coupeville WA 98239-9625

Wolfgang Burger haverhill MA 01832-4738

Lois Barber OCALA FL 34481-9103

Jill Gumienny Hamilton NJ 08619-4703

Christine Galvin Olympia WA 98502-9673

Maria Janca Prescott AZ 86304-1440

Brenda Choi Las Vegas NV 89121-4372

Lorraine Barwin Superior CO 80027-8087

Barbara Winner Arnold MD 21012-1048

eve fitzgibbon Elkton OR 97436-9719

Gary Wolf Los Angeles CA 90064-3815

Kara Keef Daytona Beach FL 32114-5717

Richard Klett Denver NC 28037-9425

Aidan Morgan Scarborough ON M1C 1H3

Shannon Bearman Haverford PA 19041-1208

Peter Ragan Arivaca AZ 85601-0686

Eric Ericson Pacific Palisades CA 90272-4329

Roger Schmidt Prairie Du Chien WI 53821-2368

Sally Jennings Siletz OR 97380-9721

Michael Filimon Miller Place NY 11764-3128

Mary Kimling Arvada CO 80003-4607

Chris Jenkins Minneapolis MN 55407-2223

Iyleen Troccoli Mission Viejo CA 92691-2813

Barbara Runkel Smyrna GA 30082-3339

Tina Johnson Canoga Park CA 91304-6208

Sonia Zaryczny Reno NV 89506-4703

V Mangum Spokane Valley WA 99206-4731

Staci Baker Stateline NV 89449

Jennifer Watabayashi Waipahu HI 96797-3516

Elaine Knox CENTENNIAL CO 80015-5436

Kay Stoner Bolton MA 01740-1050

Brady Booton Key Largo FL 33037-3906

Alison Shelton Takoma Park MD 20912-4136

Bonnie Shopper Saint Louis MO 63105-2266

Judy Vowels Louisville KY 40245-5218

Lucy Harmon Lindale TX 75771-6337

Lorie Huckaba Roseville CA 95678-5987

Shawn Sori Mullica Hill NJ 08062-9356

Nick David Dearborn MI 48124-1018

Robert Koshinskie Burlington NC 27215-6174

Saribel Olivero Saint Augustine FL 32080-5447

Ruth Russell Gig Harbor WA 98335-7608

Jo Johnson Vilonia AR 72173-9683

Chantal Eldridge Austin TX 78739-1512

Jane Bidinian Cool CA 95614-0627

Constance Thaxton Tampa FL 33624-1540

Mary Madeco-Smith Little Falls MN 56345-4151

RoseMary Bertucci Seattle WA 98144-5105

Mitchell Ries Andover MN 55304-3478



judi burbes Crozet VA 22932-9725

Susan Gomes Bellmore NY 11710-4051

Doug Dunkle Pecos NM 87552

Jeanne Lemieux Tucson AZ 85743-1162

Caitlin Lamontagne Strasburg CO 80136-7427

Hans Lashlee James Creek PA 16657-8924

A.F. Shayne Los Angeles CA 90048-3513

Margaret Dowdy Florissant MO 63031-1032

Greg Kay Cypress TX 77433-4712

Jerry Crosby Quitman GA 31643-7416

David Benson Pullman WA 99163-3920

Green Greenwald Guerneville CA 95446-9509

Melinda Simon Laingsburg MI 48848-9743

Penelope Adams Broomfield CO 80021-8402

Jane Warburton Apex NC 27523-5430

Laurie Strine kennett square PA 19348-2363

Jack David Marcus New York NY 10025-7480

Susan Elliott Concord CA 94521-4513

Emily Dufner Waukesha WI 53186-5001

Frances Kelly Asheville NC 28804-2051

Tanya Paul Fair Oaks CA 95628-3723

Sue Reece Atkins AR 72823-4913

David Koch West Allis WI 53227-2811

Robert Terry Chandler AZ 85225-9440

Vincent Scardino Tucson AZ 85719-3434

Aggie Per Lancaster PA 17601-7012

Helen Howard Gray Summit MO 63039-1141

Linda Dored Los Angeles CA 90046-1420

Alena Ikina Ussuruiisk DC 20003

Michele Martin Hickory NC 28602-7154

Edwin Gohata Cypress CA 90630-5634

Janet Prince Nashua NH 03064-1625

Steve Cappiello Oak Ridge TN 37830-5560

Michelle Kosinski Goleta CA 93117-1500

Glenys Jorgensen Brisbane KS 45144

Lea Derence Naples FL 34105-2771

Catherine Desjarlais Didsbury AB T0M 0W0

Palmeta Baier Kirksville MO 63501-8415

Rexanne Chadwick Ankeny IA 50021-4777

Margery Race Austin TX 78741-3302

Jake Gutman Pacific Palisades CA 90272-2507

Danielle Wieberg Troutman NC 28166-9613

Richard Bourne Fort Myers Beach FL 33931-3001

Jacqueline Deslandes Homewood IL 60430-1519

Dianna Brennan Milwaukee WI 53215-1258

Deborah Dearing Santa Rosa CA 95409-4155

Sue Blackman Waterlooville None PO7 6NS

Meredith Mohr Elkton MD 21921-4003

Patricia Wilson Belfair WA 98528-1918

Judith Barwick Grass Valley CA 95945-8043

Maria Trela Sosnowiec PA 41205

Janna McQuinn Omaha NE 68134-5937

Warren Tadlock Charlotte NC 28226-5576

Marilyn Conrad Worcester MA 01607-1748



Erik Sauder Fort Worth TX 76179-3064

Nancy Aydell Honolulu HI 96813-1812

Joe Berning Cincinnati OH 45231-5824

Vanessa Barrie Annandale VA 22003-5632

Lisa Chermack Pottstown PA 19465-8174

Lynne Holt Lake Forest CA 92630-8039

Rebekah Stephenson Gunnison CO 81230-9782

Becky Wood Toledo OH 43682-0001

Linda Rogers Spring Lake MI 49456-2241

Song Kinnamon Easley SC 29642-7938

Joann McConnell Potomac MD 20854-5540

Karen Milstein Santa Fe NM 87506-8509

Carolina Costa Curitiba None 80610190

Marie By Clarkston MI 48348-4626

Stephen Hayden South River NJ 08882-1566

Paula Goettelman Silver Spring MD 20902-3350

Debra Machka Westlake OH 44145-4521

Sharon Tush Mc Louth KS 66054-4234

Judith Glass Lawrence KS 66049-1835

Tasha Kline Flagstaff AZ 86005-7006

Maryann Haller Escondido CA 92025-5672

Charles Favorite Isle MN 56342-4772

Daniel McGuire Castle Rock CO 80104-8760

Joan Kissinger Tuolumne CA 95379-0000

Carlina Mora Forest Park IL 60130-1182

Paul Ghenoiu Plattsburgh NY 12901-5179

Kelly Kerns Sanford CO 81151-8506

V A Brooklyn NY 11235-5578

Jennifer Barbara Marvin NC 28173-6967

C K Lake Geneva WI 53147-2968

Derek Benedict Lynnwood WA 98036-8606

Leilani Rothrock Tucson AZ 85712-1106

Cathy Carson Colorado Springs CO 80915-1038

Kathleen Marhefka Easthampton MA 01027-1569

Rae Bogusky Stratford CT 06614-3646

Julie Klimas Indianapolis IN 46224-3592

Pat Owen Brunswick ME 04011-3938

Linda McAllister Sale Creek TN 37373-9501

Deb Cunningham Denver CO 80211-4249

Gayle Guidry Merkel TX 79536-5635

Esther Friedman Salem OR 97302-6173

Liz Webber Knoxville TN 37918-0000

Suzanne Nattrass Yelm WA 98597-2430

Greta Aul Lancaster PA 17603-3157

John Chase Memphis TN 38103-5000

Elaine Harterr Auburn IN 46706-3649

Mary Mitchell Cincinnati OH 45238-5827

Lawren Hancher Westerly RI 02891-3502

Molly Swabb Las Vegas NV 89118-4602

Erin Adams Wister OK 74966-9106

Bobbi Segal West Palm Beach FL 33405-3420

Deborah Bronstein Boulder CO 80303-2401

Cathy Rupp Pittsburgh PA 15227-3225

Mary Perner Livermore CA 94550-4856



Robin Pascal Edgewood NM 87015-7049

Marilyn Manganello Manalapan NJ 07726-3884

Carol Porras Odessa TX 79763-2662

Diane Sands Edina MN 55439-2316

Jj Eck Chandler AZ 85286-7483

Terry WOLFE Morgantown WV 26508-9706

Michelle Harrington Oakland ME 04963-5347

Angie Heide Portland OR 97214-3773

George Staff Georgetown TX 78626-6029

Cathy Crum Agoura CA 91301-3508

Armand Gadbois Fruitland Park FL 34731-5111

Katrina Emanuel Charlotte NC 28210-7330

Lindsay Keith West Bridgewater MA 02379-1240

Sofia Okolowicz Temecula CA 92592-9686

Agnew Wilson West Hollywood CA 90069-4917

Patricia Espinosa Richmond Hill NY 11418-2218

Joann Bethel Santa Fe NM 87507-2589

Stacy Kinney Southaven MS 38672-6305

Diane Hert Canton OH 44718-4202

Pamela Maury New York NY 10128-6763

Bayne Ullrich San Marcos CA 92078-1051

June Nelson Oxford OH 45056-9288

Diana Glixman St. Louis MO 63130-2310

Randall Schietzelt Crystal Lake IL 60012-1846

Anne Rettenmair Media PA 19063-2356

G. Phipps Black Hawk CO 80422-0000

Linda Morgan Los Lunas NM 87031-9546

Carol Wolfe Santa Rosa CA 95405-7037

Helai Olomi Aliso Viejo A CA 92656-6266

Mary lee Jackson Louisville KY 40206-2520

Vanna Cleary Bloomsburg PA 17815-8801

Jackie Kerr Flint MI 48504-4503

Jessica Adams Chewelah WA 99109-9644

Barrie Rolleston-daines Ithaca NY 14850-5031

Chantal De grandprÃ© New York NY 10004-1021

Peter Ferrin Morehead City NC 28557-8936

Teresa Baskett Saint Louis MO 63123-5302

Cathy Caldie Columbus IN 47201-9301

Jose luis Sanchez gil Hacienda Heights CA 91745-3845

Tricia Kob Fort Collins CO 80526-1205

Flavia Sollecito S. I. NY 10306-1813

Catherine Raymond Penn Valley PA 19072-1047

Stephanie Newhouser Reston VA 20191-2424

Donna Noyes Huntington NY 11743-2066

Krista Sanders Largo FL 33770-3207

Londa Fowler Albuquerque NM 87111-4657

Michelle Trajanovska Clayton NC 27520-8148

Robert Hansberry York PA 17404-1659

Mary Boniello Yonkers NY 10701-5228

Leonard Obert Renton WA 98059-6006

Barbara Mesney Los Angeles CA 90066-3018

Kathleen Yost Auburn CA 95602

Cheryl Gaiefsky Longwood FL 32750-3079

Walter Alton Cherry Plain NY 12040-0033



Justin LeGrow St. John's NL A1C 2J3

Cathy Ruperti Cliffside Park NJ 07010-2177

Aleksandra Anna Maszka Basel None 4058

Jamie Cagle Caruthersville MO 63830-1716

KATHRYN CAPERTON Bayonne NJ 07002-2109

Doris Gonen Tel Aviv MO 63452-

Sheila Malone Yucaipa CA 92399-3410

Judy Polera Perrineville NJ 08535-1214

Judith Cherry The Woodlands TX 77382-1541

George Nader Brooklyn NY 11217-2219

Sherrill Faunce Moorestown NJ 08057-3004

Patricia Pinto Trenton NJ 08638-2206

Elizabeth Orser-cataldi Santa Cruz CA 95065-9616

Paul Phillips Marblehead MA 01945-0257

Jeane Camp Springfield IL 62712-7519

Annette Buchanan Ashland OR 97520-9352

Darby Stone Harvest AL 35749-5806

Denny Duncan Lincoln City OR 97367-2783

Lilia Beutel Missouri City TX 77459-1488

Georgia Merriman Garland TX 75043-2728

linda gee Paradise TX 76073-4967

Alice Hudson Lakeland TN 38002-6104

Scott Kosatka Mountain Home AR 72653-5714

Ruby Mitchell Cupertino CA 95014-4407

James Mather Lorton VA 22079-3423

Joyce Chee Yonkers NY 10705-2720

Elsa Griggs Northwich None CW8 4tg

Carrie Breen New Canaan CT 6840

Sharen Gochnauer Conestoga PA 17516-9521

Melinda Friedman Boca Raton FL 33428-1601

Vernon & Margaret Batty Pagosa Spgs CO 81147-7018

JD Cleveland Boulder CO 80304-0847

Leslie Cohen Egg Harbor City NJ 08215-1751

Doreen Terletzky Clifton NJ 07013-2522

Holly Nottingham Moody MO 65777-9752

Katrine H?ie Harestua None 2743

Kathe Garbrick Manhattan KS 66503-9796

Verlene Lewis Salt Lake City UT 84123-3087

Dolores Curtis Gilbert AZ 85233-7800

Tracy Wood Brisbane None 4017

Donald Imler Duncansville PA 16635-4523

Judy Hileman Morganville KS 67468-9134

Juanita Puntasecca Lilburn GA 30047-4280

Eric Sanchez League City TX 77573-1685

Linda Pflugrad Kenosha WI 53142-2032

Peter Curia Scottsdale AZ 85257-2637

Colin Bennett Louisville KY 40204-1534

Duane Andresen Alexandria VA 22304-2608

Jill Bartelt Kewanee IL 61443-3424

John Hinds Tulsa OK 74112-7417

Ana Castellon Passaic NJ 07055-4737

Bonnie Phelps Lisle IL 60532-2329

Beverly Cinovec Fairlawn OH 44333-3902

Diane German Anmoore WV 26323-0332



Stacie Selter Fennville MI 49408-9531

Kathy Vigil Peralta NM 87042-0418

ANKE STOBRAVA San Antonio TX 78230-1718

Leslie Austin Birmingham AL 35244-3239

Karl Mortimer Adelaide None 5000

Jill B. San Francisco CA 94109-1247

Catherine Watson Flagler Beach FL 32136-4900

Jennifer McKeel West Jordan UT 84081-3413

Ken Sanford Escondido CA 92029-4307

FRED DAVIS TAMPA FL 33613-4453

Vernetta Taylor Greenport NY 11944-1700

Andrew Jackson Houston TX 77047-4540

Sherra Picketts San Francisco CA 94117-2520

Tina Garza Austin TX 78750-8305

Terri Raimondo Pottstown PA 19465-7818

Christine Farrugia Macomb MI 48042-3554

Patricia Berg Dandridge TN 37725-5945

Cliff Atendido Burlingame CA 94010-5163

Lee Brissy Anchorage AK 99503-3933

Melanie Murphy Cherry Hill NJ 08034-2608

Grayce Brown Troy NY 12180-3205

Jan Williams Albuquerque NM 87114-5569

John Isbell Waterford MI 48329-1440

Marilyn Levine Mountain View CA 94041-1640

Joan Chiarello Hicksville NY 11801-5327

Diana Dreher East Stroudsburg PA 18302-8101

Charles Quick Balt MD 21237-2812

Anne Johnson Rochester NY 14612-2208

Natalie Clark SAN DIEGO CA 92117-2435

Sherri Midkiff Salt Rock WV 25559

Rita Glasscock Santa Fe NM 87505-1725

Linda Owen West Palm Beach FL 33410-1498

Christy Spear Isle MN 56342

Anna Cantrell Sycamore IL 60178-1119

Angela Jones Lees Summit MO 64082-7834

Kathy McMath Fort Thomas KY 41075-1934

Megan Baker Thornton CO 80229-8847

Douglas Rohn Bozeman MT 59718-6892

Mendy Easterly Gaston IN 47342-8008

Kathryn Burkhart Lancaster PA 17601-1989

Lorraine Sanchez New York NY 10002-3621

Lisa Schoenbachler Louisville KY 40223-2520

Michael Villanova Niskayuna NY 12309-1649

Kate Swanson Wasilla AK 99687-7852

Amy Kibble Acworth GA 30102-6301

Jaimee Stransky Wheat Ridge CO 80033-3730

S Joyce Brookline MA 02446-2860

Eileen Prefontaine Southborough MA 01772-1820

Bill Lucas Columbus OH 43228-1320

Sharon Mcnamara Canton MI 48187-1682

Diane Twardy Burlington WI 53105-1032

William Mckinney Melbourne FL 32935-4776

Angela Wilkinson San Antonio TX 78239-3458

Ryan Macdonald Kalamazoo MI 49009-5909



Marc Hachey Concord CA 94518-3364

Gail Balser Delta PA 17314-8719

Blake Feuge San Antonio TX 78232-2635

Laura Aurilio Freehold NJ 07728-2113

Jamie Owens Houston TX 77006-1062

Sara Flamm Los Angeles CA 90034-4998

Aldo Giovannini Jacksonville FL 32211-6201

Jennifer Standish North Tonawanda NY 14120-5515

Amber Gill Fullerton CA 92835-1930

Michelle Alvare' Havertown PA 19083-2430

Joel Vincent New York NY 10010-2330

Christen Cross San Antonio TX 78216-2015

Sally Wetherell Tampa FL 33609-3805

Nancy Mcglothlin Orange Park FL 32073-6117

Marybeth Bieber Lake Geneva WI 53147-4042

Mary Lawrence BARRINGTON NJ 08007-1215

Howard Rompre LeMars IA 51031-3469

David Carlson Carlsbad CA 92009-6829

Robert Neuzil Wpb FL 33412-1841

John Kirk Santa Barbara CA 93109-1978

Leeallen Meyer Boston MA 02129-2538

Christina Arasteh White Haven PA 18661-4100

Kelley Mcdowell Colusa CA 95932-3166

Kristen Solano Loveland CO 80537-2050

Mark Epstein Allentown PA 18104-6562

Tina Beedle Milton FL 32570-8822

Sue Mcgrath Tucson AZ 85747-8851

Marianna Frangiose Cypress TX 77433-2475

Dani Ortolano New York NY 10002-2235

Thanh Tran Dickinson TX 77539-6222

Sue Sweeney Kimball MI 48074-1528

Alice Stack Winston Salem NC 27105-3085

Judy Schechtman Newton MA 02465-1239

Alice Gard Naples FL 34102-7553

Emma Goode-Deblanc Spring TX 77381-1194

Dara O'donnell 417 W 4th St SD 57104-2709

Justin Philipps Newark OH 43055-3191

Kate Lamar Barnardsville NC 28709-9762

Judith Brickman Lawrenceville NJ 08648-1058

Ashley Wang Grafton WI 53024-1843

M Freiberg Narberth PA 19072-1051

B.todd Towery Kensington MD 20895-4060

Luke Metzger Wichita KS 67208-3405

Pat Rimestad DELTONA FL 32738-9583

Patrick Callanan Bloomington IN 47404-2824

Elizabeth Worchesin Sausalito CA 94965-1644

Michael Modjeski Portage IN 46368-2557

Sarah McKee Amherst MA 01002-2825

Kathleen Bell Winter Garden FL 34787-5438

Joel Rosenblatt Mount Pleasant SC 29466-8543

J Grause Roanoke VA 24018-3109

Sheila Sylvester Forest VA 24551-1913

Suzann Graf Philadelphia PA 19128-2526

Daniel Manobianco Chicago IL 60629-4124



Rick Shapiro Park City UT 84098-7979

Gloria Carpentier Dracut MA 01826-5637

Cheryl Mcguire Battle Ground WA 98604-3233

Sharon Luther Riverside CA 92505-1014

Doug Bourquin Richmond CA 94804-4889

P. Porter San Francisco CA 94109-0000

Robin Devaney Harrisburg PA 17112-2808

Karen McCaw Los Angeles CA 90043-2012

Karen Gray Danville PA 17821-1754

Susan Finley Cedar Park TX 78613-5907

Mary jo Wilkins Kennewick WA 99337-4614

Erica Maranowski Portland OR 97232-3516

Joanna Milo Solana Beach CA 92075-1269

Shawn Troxell New Braunfels TX 78130-5303

Linda Steininger Belmont OH 43718-9732

John Little Ashland OR 97520-3247

Elizabeth Sissons Ft Myers FL 33901-3102

Leora Broche Berkeley Heights NJ 07922-2404

Dennis Szczesniak Lemont IL 60439-6119

Bonnie Schrack Greenbelt MD 20770

Martha Driskell Las Vegas NV 89156-7173

Anna Ramis Columbia MD 21045-4936

Linda Cody High Point NC 27265-1830

Langston Boyles Winston Salem NC 27101-3754

John Allen Albuquerque NM 87110

Carol White Scottsboro AL 35769-6219

Brady Clay Escondido CA 92026-1110

Peter Franco Waldwick NJ 07463-2426

Calvin Rittenhouse Columbus OH 43204-2059

Brigid Murphy Chino CA 91710-5383

Jacqueline Davidson Deer Isle ME 04627-3756

Susan Huddy Rockville MD 20850-3724

Anne Crossway Placerville CA 95667-9413

Earl Kim Honolulu HI 96813-2624

Tracy Templin Isle MN 56342-4623

Roger Clapp Northglenn CO 80234-3934

Joan Bonnington Houston TX 77055-6877

Alexander Goasdoue Bronx NY 10471-2533

Jennifer Malik Urbana IL 61802-6816

Charla Miller Merced CA 95340-3545

Susan DeMoss Ellettsville IN 47429-1115

Joan Mead Los Angeles CA 90026-6565

Laura Harrower Brattleboro VT 05301-3255

ernestine huelke kansas city KS 66101-3135

Kit O'Doherty Half Moon Bay CA 94019-1312

Marisol Yedid Lewisburg PA 17837-8513

Elinor Nosker Saugerties NY 12477-1830

Mary Scott Bradenton FL 34203-7945

Adriane Brunet Odessa FL 33556-4123

Gail Miller Chincoteague VA 23336-2423

John Burns Ashland OR 97520-1147

Stanley Sherry St Petersburg FL 33701-4737

Lori Kachmar Reading PA 19606-9438

Elke Blair Folsom CA 95630-6907



Kati Shedd Lansing MI 48911-2966

Will Hicks Shreveport LA 71106-7524

Dean Fanara Elk WA 99009-9753

Sandra Liberty Kansas City MO 64158-1232

Erin Kania Needham MA 02492-3700

Barbara Lindsey Pensacola FL 32506-8332

Linda Small Easthampton MA 01027-9715

Vimala Vishu South Orange NJ 07079-1782

Todd Snyder East Peoria IL 61611-2756

Tracey Loyd Everett WA 98208-4923

Frank Adib Jacksonville FL 32246-9217

Gregory Gore jr Lyons IL 60534-1924

Ann Baas Valparaiso IN 46383-1141

Rand Matsumoto Torrance CA 90502-2264

Diona Young Miramar FL 33027-4986

Sharon Degroat Wilmington NC 28412-5132

Reginald Spengler Inverness FL 34450-7463

Sara anne Maguire Atlanta GA 30346-1659

Annita Halladay Wayne OK 73095-0342

Cynthia Katz Naperville IL 60563-1106

James Scherbak Cleveland OH 44119-1904

Sandra Banik Waterbury CT 06708-2308

Shirley Reams New Port Richey FL 34655-4072

Cindy Klein Livonia MI 48152-3918

Karyn Kraft Mill Valley CA 94941-1831

Barbara Walsh Missoula MT 59801-6907

Glenn Schlippert Etters PA 17319-9304

Donald Miles Budd Lake NJ 07828-2124

Maurita Hauser Ocala FL 34479-3059

Ellen Gale Berthoud CO 80513-0000

Pam Rooney Pawling NY 12564-3234

Janis Dairiki Berkeley CA 94707-2007

Barbara Bloetscher Columbus OH 43212-3404

Margaret Mould-cooney Forty Fort PA 18704-5050

Suzi Rines toth Duxbury MA 02332-4609

Tricia Emerick Hanover MA 02339-1568

Lisa Rountree Glendale CA 91208-1822

Francisco Dacosta Willingboro NJ 08046-1208

Sonja Birdsong Lexington KY 40515-4819

Donna Tate Los Angeles CA 90043-5117

Stephanie Scherr Freeport ME 04032-6740

Helen Coats Virginia IL 62691-8024

Sandra Remilien North Miami FL 33161-4532

Ilda Johnston Worcester MA 01603-1720

Karen McMurray Burbank CA 91506-1935

Steven Coomer Indianapolis IN 46260-4076

Lorne Beatty Brighton MI 48114-9649

Nora Reinke Brentwood TN 37027-8494

Isaiah Plovnick BROOKLINE MA 02445-6729

Robert Hewes Fort Worth TX 76110-1708

Cynthia Morrell South Hadley MA 01075-1128

Stephen Sipos Beach Park IL 60087-3162

Alida Bockino Moscow ID 83843-7444

Sally Arscott Los. Angeles CA 90065-3413



Kathy Vercande East Windsor NJ 08512-1207

Reno Rambo Marana AZ 85653-8537

Scott Thurman Duluth GA 30096-2328

Dudley & Candace Campbell Valley Glen CA 91401-1329

Paul Kerman Hazel Park MI 48030-0733

Janie Taylor Wichita KS 67114-8821

sandra woodmansee Morro Bay CA 93442-1811

C. Coogan Paris IL 61944-2260

Tina Cleavelin Parker CO 80134-6602

Kimberly Turner Glendale AZ 85308-2407

Hali Mceachern Dearborn MI 48124-2929

Stacy Wagner Castle Rock CO 80109-3687

Lynn Moen Rio Rancho NM 87124-2017

Randel Weis Las Vegas NV 89166

James Rallo Cockeysville MD 21030-2947

Mary Schmidt Margate FL 33063-8109

Christine Willson Camden NY 13316-1144

Larry Ryan Cape May Court House NJ 08210-1833

Jennifer Barton NEW YORK NY 10002-4725

Jane Powell Alamo CA 94507-1930

J Rouff Glencoe MO 63038-1424

John Watson Greensboro NC 27455-2776

Christopher Pincetich San Rafael CA 94903-3238

Heidi Horeftis Guntersville AL 35976-9406

Paulette Walton Butler TN 37640-5041

Lee Smith Boise ID 83709-0834

Sara Steere Peterborough NH 03458-2207

Nauman Barakat FOREST HILLS NY 11375-5231

Cynthia Dickinson Brimfield MA 01010-9776

Nicholas Kovalcik Redmond WA 98053-8100

Joan Williams Morrisdale PA 16858-8404

Wendy Vandenbrock Ladera Ranch CA 92694-0337

Kimberley Bayer Katy TX 77494-3833

April Fox carl Bethlehem PA 18017-3263

Venetia Large Altadena CA 91003-6572

Elanna Pogorelec Wickliffe OH 44092-2131

Melanie Leeson Middletown OH 45042-2204

Roshanee Lappe San Pedro CA 90732-6090

Lauren Alanis Chicago IL 60657-1304

Elizabeth Cherubin Camden Wyoming DE 19934-4506

Mary Williams Piedmont SC 29673-7919

Karen Branen Orlando FL 32817-3329

Kimberly Morales Winter Spgs FL 32708-4918

Greg Deines Omaha NE 68136-4083

Stasia Vercos Colorado Springs CO 80923-5210

Karen Sholette The Villages FL 32162-7031

Linda Larsen Redondo Beach CA 90277-2870

Charleen Ounsworth Taylors SC 29687-2573

Jackie Carter Medina OH 44256-3539

Susan Gunning Oak Ridge TN 37830-5655

Sky Yeager Corvallis OR 97330-3259

April Dearbeck Powhatan VA 23139-7700

Robin Wright Lawton OK 73505-7636

Chris More Bangor PA 18013-4628



Michael Miller West Chester OH 45069-5888

David Tonne union beach NJ 07735-3134

Jim Morgan Bloomfield CT 06002-2229

Douglas Krok Clark NJ 07066-2503

Chloe Kress Saint Clairsville OH 43950-8750

david cowdrey clifton CO 81520-8444

Jeff Pelath Port Huron MI 48060-2222

Nancy Miller Rochester NY 14620-1625

Anthony Boyd Gray TN 37615-2608

Samantha Gill East Falmouth MA 02536-4234

Susan Nichols Kingwood TX 77339-1776

Charles Hendriks Troy MI 48083-4308

Roxwell Hafdahl Minden NV 89423-5182

Mary English Murfreesboro TN 37128-6797

Mary Buckley Portland OR 97211-7235

Judy Skemp Clawson MI 48017-0184

Christine Grabar Wilmington NC 28403-0657

Karen Dennen Lincoln RI 02865-1914

Gregory Milbach Grimes IA 50111-5142

K Di pietro Boise ID 83704-4535

Darren Dondero Highlands Ranch CO 80126-3062

Cathryn Boullion Peachtree City GA 30269-2291

Carmen Patti Davie FL 33325-6802

Damon Chiaverini Gibraltar MI 48173-9545

Pat Lang Los Altos Hills CA 94022-4531

Debra Swanson Elk River MN 55330-2086

Carol Cohn Ooltewah TN 37363-4341

Lois Novitz San Diego CA 92128-1562

Sophia Coleman Brandon FL 33511-6350

Joel Rosenthal Sherman Oaks CA 91423-2542

allen price Cranston RI 02910-1214

Arlene Macwan Old Orchard Beach ME 04064-2782

Sandra McCarthy Birmingham AL 35215-4327

Kristin Young Buena Park CA 90620-2804

Sharon Petitt Westfield MA 01085-9751

Anne Stiene-martin Nicholasville KY 40356-6074

Lana Fryers Mayville MI 48744-9789

Patricia Kula Antioch IL 60002-1501

Susan Ferrell Lutz FL 33558-7731

Bonnie Corey Toledo OH 43606-3642

Judy Trohkimoinen Casper WY 82601-5334

Cherie Baroni Santa Barbara CA 93109-1385

J Gary San Diego CA 92103-2903

Laurie Brown Penn Valley CA 95946-9414

Dorothy Mcclaeb Powderhorn CO 81243-9400

Karen Koermer Lake Geneva WI 53147-4047

Ariel San Miguel Amado AZ 85645-9509

Kristi Ball Hattiesburg MS 39403

Rachel Roberson Washington NC 27889-5609

Brittni Lafountaine East Moline IL 61244-3314

Russell Fisher Freehold NJ 07728-5470

Amanda Burns Valparaiso IN 46383-7980

Suzy Sayle Steamboat Springs CO 80487-2300

Patricia Walsh port st lucie FL 34953-2783



Naomi Pang Mililani HI 96789-1733

Jordan Claxton Southlake TX 76092-1368

Wendy Irving-Mills Jerome AZ 86331-1237

Carlos Cabanas Lake Worth FL 33460-3107

William Steele Bovey MN 55709-8364

Chono Kapono Santa Monica CA 90405-3686

Rebecca Klemme Eliceiri Saint Louis MO 63119-1527

Kim Pierro-Greene North Wales PA 19454-1619

Robin Gaffney Hana HI 96713-0522

Karen McConachie Mendota Heights MN 55118-1950

Doug Campbell San Jose CA 95148-2405

Lizeth Marquez San Antonio TX 78232-2562

Jan McCreary Silver City NM 88062-3042

Maureen Santina Upper Black Eddy PA 18972-2505

Russell Erin Boulder CO 80305-7044

Rachael Glogovsky Fontana WI 53125-1196

Debbie Narde Sebring FL 33875-6210

Rose Rinder Lauderdale MN 55113-5132

Toby Vandemark Hillsborough NC 27278-0459

Robin Davis Greensboro NC 27408-4035

Karen Weber Santa Fe NM 87501-1678

Karma Boyer Chico CA 95926-5125

Matthew Brown Oxford MI 48370-1108

Liz Wilton hollywood FL 33023-1763

Lisa Hoffman Bellevue NE 68005-4728

John Hughes Glen Allen VA 23060-6346

Lucy Weltner Cambridge MA 02139-4620

Sandra Cline Knoxville TN 37918-9207

Carole Hines San Antonio TX 78247-5522

Gabriela Orlanski Buenos Aires NY 14145

pindais valerie Champigny None 94500

Luz Marina Arias Arciniegas Pasto IA 52001

Graeme Bluett Hamilton None 3210

Marina Bekker Gauteng None 2195

Elise McCoubrie Saint Peters MO 63376-7925

Linda Willshon Stockton CA 95209-1447

Nico Dabajo Sogod None 6606

Nancy Palmer Liberty MS 39645-8023

Andrew Page Charlotte NC 28273-7085

Sabrina Lester-Granger Mt Pleasant MI 48858-8760

Susan Denton ALBANY NY 12208-3540

Sherry Boggs Cuyahoga Falls OH 44221-1719

Mani S Chicago IL 60640-4054

Janet Davis Homer Glen IL 60491-5939

Tracey Neff Fishersville VA 22939-2322

sharon vorwalske Madison WI 53711-4309

Harlan Smith Huntington WV 25701-5303

Eileen Tersago Las Cruces NM 88012-7045

Kirsten Saxe Ellicott City MD 21043-3325

Anna Aureli Hollywood FL 33019-5106

Cecelia Samp Schiller Park IL 60176-1409

Karen Olsson Savannah GA 31411-2603

Sara-Jane Wilson Minneapolis MN 55410-2249

Marcy Matasick Sandia Park NM 87047



Francis and Gariele Connor Fort Collins CO 80526-5223

Becky Fields Cape Carteret NC 28584-9702

Samantha Jerome Sparta WI 54656-6634

Dea Smith Loveland CO 80538-4342

Sinclair Kennedy-Nolle Bedford NY 10506-1218

Rich Selhaver Annandale MN 55302-3019

Ken Wener Takoma Park MD 20912-6235

Becky Giarratano Independence MO 64055-6276

Karen Casseri Levittown PA 19055-2130

Janet Downey Moriches NY 11955-1300

Penni Anifer Glendale AZ 85306-3929

Ann Malyon 7436 NJ 7436

Lilia Casarez Las Vegas NV 89156-4916

Jasmine Cowan Vancouver BC V5T 1Y4

Joe Phillips Kernersville NC 27284-9693

Ron L. Hubbard Jasper TN 37347-0192

Michele LaPorte Schaumburg IL 60193-1236

Robert Sherrane Colorado Springs CO 80906-6006

Sandra Gather Roseville CA 95747-4606

Valerie Hirschhorn Fairfield IA 52556-0001

Gail Blayney Oliver BC V0H 1T4

Lynn Krikorian Las Vegas NV 89122-8110

William Giddings Julian PA 16844-8624

Luci Messing Tucson AZ 85749-9315

Alec Corbett Gig Harbor WA 98332-9688

Wendy Costa Chapel Hill NC 27516-1618

Jean Siegel Port ST.Lucie FL 34986-2897

Janet Zavesky Ellisville MO 63021-4791

Verena Walter Binbrook ON L0R 1C0

Patricia Brown Whittier CA 90605-2937

Peggy Thompson Columbia SC 29206-4433

joe Boselli Repentigny QC j6a 3n6

Rosalba Pompa Montreal QC H1E 0A6

Jeannie Kochanowski TOLEDO OH 43608-1133

Gail Canzius Richmond Hill ON L4E 2N3

Karen Wilson Kell IL 62853-1731

Jean Farris Orlando FL 32806-2540

Connie Helman Groveport OH 43125-9078

Alan Nishman Haydenville MA 01039-9717

T Grasso Walnut Creek CA 94597-2423

Darling Luna Chesterfield VA 23832-6804

Jayni Chase Bedford Corners NY 10549-4802

Sue Ramin Waban MA 02468-1617

J. Lombardi New York NY 10011

Tim Dressel San Diego CA 92109-5477

Zoran Zdravkovich Annapolis MD 21401-7297

Laura Link La Vernia TX 78121-5687

RONALD PIERCE Wadena MN 56482-1418

Thomas Neaman Crystal River FL 34429-2678

Joslyn Baxter San Francisco CA 94115-2016

Steve Aderhold Fallbrook CA 92088-1135

Pamela Beard Huntington Beach CA 92646-6951

Sy Brown Palatine IL 60074-1997

C. H. Albuquerque NM 87198-2913



Karen Baker Crystal River FL 34428-7833

Grace Godoy Miami FL 33156-1787

Eilene Janke Tucson AZ 85711-1249

Terissa Milton El Paso TX 79912-1933

Martha Paulson Boulder CO 80303-1398

Greg Hanson Ottawa ON K4A 3L3

Brenda Sieger Clyde OH 43410-1412

Marlene Wright Garden City MI 48135-1190

Sarah Roland Casselberry FL 32707-5896

Michael Arkadiou dubai GA 20231

Julie Oakes Henderson NV 89002-6566

Michelle Stewart Surrey BC V3V 6C4

Mark Crane Los Angeles CA 90068-2662

Maryetta Pinn-Brown Bealeton VA 22712-7904

Sharron Colpitts-Elliott Morpeth None NE65 8DR

Stamo Andrews Pleasanton TX 78064-3342

Kyrie Elesion Indianapolis IN 46249-0001

Dana Simone Hillsdale NJ 07642-2040

Shane Culgan Pittsburgh PA 15222-5641

Jessica Wiersma Fergus Falls MN 56537-3923

Russ Sutton Prescott Valley AZ 86314-4386

Anita Fernandez Brownstown Twp MI 48183-4920

Noreen Calvaruso Amityville NY 11701-2543

Lois Charsley Niagara Falls NY 14304-1022

Richard Quisenberry Columbia MO 65203-1215

KM Eichhof Lake Worth FL 33467-7719

Julie Lauderdale San Antonio TX 78259-3728

Paul Auletta East Syracuse NY 13057-3126

Pam Hall Elkin NC 28621-2464

James (Sharon) Richmond Oak Forest IL 60452-1735

Janine Janvier Berlin MD 21811-2536

Connie Owen Cullman AL 35055-0323

Janice Phillips Kernersville NC 27284-9693

Kyle Goodell Lewisberry PA 17339-8856

Christine Resch Whitehall PA 18052-4152

Diane Weakley Westfield NY 14787

Michelle Desgroseilliers Ottawa ON K2B 7Z1

Alan Blackwell West Linn OR 97068-2708

Cynthia Naegeli Saint-Aubin-Sauges None 2024

Michele Symington Surprise AZ 85379-8019

Diana Jones Hacienda Heights CA 91745-5149

Patricia Stern Tucson AZ 85745-8874

Jordan Miers Campbell River BC V9W 1A3

Kevin Kaminer Gilbert SC 29054-9775

Betsy Pendergast Port Townsend WA 98368-4434

m wilkinson Lubbock TX 79413

Patricia Lewis Los Angeles CA 90034-6053

Lynne Scheve Winthrop Harbor IL 60096-1022

Beth Cataldo San Francisco CA 94118-3702

Raymond Motyka Batavia NY 14020-1318

David Storm Winnipeg MB R3R 3P5

Miranda Oshields Fort Payne AL 35967-7285

Dave Byrne Terlingua TX 79852-0288

Elizabeth Cherubin Camden DE 19934-4506



Carlos Nunez Reseda CA 91335-6421

Patricia Szpotowicz Medina OH 44256-5656

Jason Chinn Cloverdale CA 95425-5457

James Zeman Deadwood SD 57732-7402

Paul Voyen Santa Barbara CA 93103-2925

Karen Edwards Los Lunas NM 87031-4316

Jacquelyn Helm Washington DC 20003-2840

Teresa Sem New Berlin WI 53151-4538

Bob Nutt Lees Summit MO 64064-1831

Lynn Kennedy Wyoming DE 19934-2476

Paula Barron Philadelphia PA 19130-1940

Andy Ersfeld Ketchum ID 83340-3541

Tanya Almazova Abakan None 12345

Jeff Fusco Cheshire CT 06410-1417

Sue Szambelak Wildwood NJ 08260-4544

Nile Whitaker Lakewood CO 80227-6709

Susan Dillet Highland Heights OH 44143-2130

Dee Brown Acworth GA 30101-5036

Maria Machado Orlando Orange County FL 32825-3778

Wendy Lukowitz Allenhurst NJ 07711-1137

Rebekah Colours Cleveland Hts OH 44121-1727

Sherry Stinson Indianola MS 38751-2615

MARK MURRAY Ventura CA 93003-5313

Todd Matthews Dalhart TX 79022-3726

Cord Monroe Girard OH 44420-2172

THOMAS CARROLL Verona WI 53593-5141

Bill Hamm Theodore AL 36582-8173

Corrie Brown Magna UT 84044-2816

Sonia D Knoxville TN 37927-3215

Caitlin Cinningham Phoenixville PA 19460-3741

Laëtitia BONNET FECAMP None 76400

Maria Bon Simi Valley CA 93063-3566

Sandy Sundquist Titusville FL 32796-2326

Karen Liza Avelino-David Evans GA 30809-4477

Ann Nowicki Eugene OR 97408-5915

Clay St John Colorado Springs CO 80907-6941

Ann Katz New York NY 10022-4010

Rachel Speed Fenton MO 63026-8003

Nancy Otto San Francisco CA 94114-3117

Jacki Apple Los Angeles CA 90034-4947

Leilani DiCato Orange CA 92868-3925

Joe Quirk New York NY 10009-4998

Ray Brien Fort Myers FL 33912-4652

John Heasley sturbridge MA 1566

David Rivas Baltimore MD 21210-3107

Reed Oliver Cincinnati OH 45243-3254

Carl Bromberg Cedar Rapids IA 52403-3813

Macaire Grambauer Chicago IL 60647-5024

Joel DeStefano RIDGE NY 11961

Lorri Francis Chicago IL 60622-5522

Barbara Rosenkotter Deer Harbor WA 98243

Esther Zepeda Los Angeles CA 90026-5530

Kerry Kennelly Pittsburgh PA 15212-2669

Lynn Chapman Richmond VA 23225-2560



Jean Johnston Decatur TN 37322-5231

Gaetane Gonzales Albuquerque NM 87110-1017

Danielle Dearing Rockwall TX 75032-7208

bill Wood Santa Barbara CA 93111-2020

Paul Williams Antelope CA 95843-4045

LILLIAN SANTANA Moriah NY 12960-2312

Gertrude West Allegan MI 49010-9047

Minivere Wenzer Takoma Park MD 20912-3212

Erika Raven Grass Valley CA 95945

Cezar A. Santin Rio Rufino None 88658000

Lynne Hynes Belgrave None 3160

R Carsten Saint Louis MO 63119-4263

Sandra McLellan Chelmsford MA 01824-2431

Lynn Van Gilder Edgewood MD 21040-1109

JL Angell Rescue CA 95672-9411

Martha Cook BOILING SPRINGS SC 29316-6148

James Breitenbach Grafton WI 53024-9750

Cathy Thornburn Los Angeles CA 90041-1128

Gilda Levinson Coral Springs FL 33071-6774

Becky Sillasen Reynoldsburg OH 43068-9410

Katherine Patterson Ukiah CA 95482-4678

Cynthia Loucks Prescott AZ 86303

Sahand Naghavi Houston TX 77019-1813

Joseph Adamo Elyria OH 44035-1568

Robert Stark Houston TX 77062-3527

Ellen Wertheim Rockaway Park NY 11694-2685

Mary Miller Phoenix AZ 85023-2670

Ann Pelzer Strongsville OH 44136-4336

Roberta Mikel Friendswood TX 77549-0544

Karen Furniss Huntsville AL 35801-6001

Patricia Parkhurst Mexico NY 13114-4206

Todd Wolf Parsippany NJ 07054-2301

Philip Englert Chicago IL 60660-4740

Colleen Evans Sacramento CA 95818-3323

Gail Burns Farmingdale NY 11735-5801

Robert Genda Pittsburgh PA 15218-2523

Meagan Oltman Brigham City UT 84302-3141

Michelle O'Reilly Carmel NY 10512-5051

Jimmy Doty Daytona Beach FL 32118-3648

Patricia Reich Allentown PA 18103-7618

Patricia Rice New York NY 10128-6940

Jane Keel Bloomington IL 61704-5496

Cynthia Egyed Saint Louis MO 63130-1719

Marilyn Koff N Las Vegas NV 89031-3414

Krista Saunders Burtchville MI 48059-1317

Michael Murphy Fairfield IA 52556-2954

Donalee Wesley Marcellus NY 13108-9790

CHONG SHAN kl OH 45310

Alan Jarvis Orillia ON L3V 2K7

Maria Arteaga Stamford CT 06902-6938

Beverly Johnston Puyallup WA 98373-3533

Samuel Warner Mesa AZ 85207-6229

Deborah Mackie Tewksbury MA 01876-3821

Suzanne Hodges Rancho Cordova CA 95670-4009



Rene Rene Nobleton FL 34661-0479

Susan Hartman Gainesville FL 32653-6135

Shane Christian Hot Springs National Park AR 71913-9558

Jemma Boshoff Durban None 4055

Susan Porada Southborough MA 01772-1115

Ann Marckesano Reston VA 20194-1412

Donna Rose Island Lake IL 60042-8222

Diane Sullivan Oak Harbor WA 98277-4556

Gary-Alan Hopkins Latrobe PA 15650-9393

Virginia Bohner St Peters MO 63376-1409

Kimberly Short Chandler AZ 85225-7417

Jane Donnell Natick MA 01760-3844

Janet Shin Littleton CO 80123-3131

Douglas Devlin Mount Juliet TN 37122-6716

MJ Najimi Plano TX 75093-6967

Eric Naji marietta GA 30060-6370

Leslie Center San Francisco CA 94110-6046

Dale Barry Tremont PA 17981-1511

Cody Goin Marshfield MO 65706-9561

Timothy Porter Panama City FL 32404-5312

Guy Perkins Reno NV 89519-6005

Donna George North Syracuse NY 13212-5351

Maria Finch Rogers MN 55374-4747

Peter Jasen Stevens Point WI 54481-6154

Irma Gomez San Antonio TX 78242-3228

Ashley Ouellette Biddeford ME 04005-9785

C Groves ALOHA OR 97007-4826

Mary Ellen Morris Dearborn Heights MI 48127-2151

Janice Trengrove STATEN ISLAND NY 10314-0420

Heather Curle Elsinore CA 92530-3537

Michael Majors San Francisco CA 94103-3895

Michelle Morris Fort Wayne IN 46807-1852

Kathleen Humiston Kalamazoo MI 49001-4203

J Woodhull Sandstone MN 55072

Kymberlee Maki Ludington MI 49431-1439

Mary ann Frank Port St. Lucie FL 34986-2230

Priscilla Wagner Dunedin FL 34698-2532

Stephanie Walton Morgantown IN 46160-8938

Henry Masters Heber UT 84032

Patrick Twomey Oakland CA 94611-4924

Jody Leete Guilford CT 06437-2212

Joe Yaroch Madison SD 57042-1506

Elaine Ahrens Fairfield IA 52556-3636

Nancy Hawkes Whitefish MT 59937-2463

Carol Walters Chicago IL 60657-3311

Deborah Fotheringham Fairless Hills PA 19030-3814

David Dougherty New Britain CT 06053-2750

Michele Barnes Tampa FL 33611-4751

Willy Turnbull Keene NH 03431-5302

Christine Schmidt Schaumburg IL 60193-5317

Robert Conti Waldwick NJ 07463-1409

Mary Parke San Antonio TX 78232-1836

Jillian Ciccone Port Chester NY 10573-3557

Kay Brown Belle WV 25015-1010



Alice Visinaiz Seminole FL 33772-2815

Katie Abbott Bend OR 97703-8964

cheryl Minieri Byfield MA 01922-2807

Neil Roloff Westminster MD 21157-6203

Nancy Fahey Salt Lake City UT 84121

Dotty Brooker Berea OH 44017-4001

Beverly Saks Bethesda MD 20814-6737

Sharon Scott Mckinney TX 75069-3749

Shaun Goodwin Lake Havasu City AZ 86406-9272

Lavie Quang Milford IA 51351-7267

Patricia Napolitano Toms River NJ 08753-2480

Mindy Epstein Hermitage PA 16148-9361

Isobel Doyle Mount Vernon NY 10552-3930

Brenda Fink Columbia PA 17512-2025

Phyllis Gaiti Oxford MD 21654-1021

Amelia Piscitelli Mechanicsburg PA 17055

Heather Perez FISHERS IN 46038-5580

Bruce and Carol Denning Colorado Springs CO 80905-2038

Marissa Williford Winder GA 30680-8109

E.k. Worthington Greencastle PA 17225-8378

Pamala Mckenna North Providence RI 02911-2606

Sandra Stahlman Oil City PA 16301-2502

Carolyn Taylor Wilmette IL 60091-1046

Gladys Simerl BROOKFIELD WI 53005-2802

JC Vescio Bonney Lake WA 98391-9654

C. Mendel Columbus OH 43214-3817

Russell Cherry Placerville CA 95667-8309

Kevin Callahan Little Egg Harbor Twp NJ 08087-1647

Samantha Orszulak Brooklyn NY 11226-1360

Gayle Bell Winter Park FL 32792-9061

Evelyn Ahumada Garden Grove CA 92840-2709

Sasha Kay Griffin GA 30224-4351

Matthew Trbovich North Canton OH 44720-9801

Joshua Hoffman Columbus OH 43201-1714

Kaitlin Secker Phoenix AZ 85012-1858

Elizabeth Baucom Greenville SC 29601-3709

Olympia Matherne Metairie LA 70003-5807

Randall Welch Snowflake AZ 85937

Katherine Kerby Denver CO 80212-1539

John Sarna North Little Rock AR 72118-3723

Lee Stevenson Gold Canyon AZ 85118

Taylor Webber St. Louis MO 63128-1315

Russ Thayer Bozeman MT 59718-7832

Kennedy Carlson Arlington Heights IL 60005-5628

Julia Lawrence Colorado Springs CO 80903-3540

Monica Romani Marlton NJ 08053-3616

Sherri Kotkevich Mars PA 16046-0910

Bethany Lester Sandy OR 97055-8492

Jaime Deknght Bicentennial CA 90048-2322

Jill Brown Midland MI 48640-4548

Joyce Smith Riverbank CA 95367-2266

Jahlina Carter Springfield MA 01108-2211

Susanne Kiriaty Paia HI 96779-1265

Barbara McCane Chesapeake VA 23325-3720



Birgitt Krisatis Farmington NY 14425-9586

Beverly Summers Jacksonville FL 32246-0516

Jane Warring Versailles KY 40383-9767

Steve Frederick Sault Ste Marie MI 49783-1003

Tamara Florer Brooksville KY 41004-8157

Keith Taylor Harvey LA 70058-2701

Barb Travis Ewa Beach HI 96706-3863

Stuart Lewis Dayton OH 45459-5114

Theresa Rolla Savoy IL 61874-8102

Deborah Webb Fair Oaks CA 95628-7645

Linda Lee Plantation FL 33325-3607

Gehan Klele Caldwell NJ 07006-5121

Samantha Katz Palmdale CA 93550-5065

Valerie Wise Horsham None RH12 5YA

Ellen Petzmartell Greenville SC 29615-1364

Lisa Graham Madras OR 97741-2013

Thom Kinard Green Valley AZ 85622-8111

Rebecca Gagliano Philadelphia PA 19128-2606

Kathryn Petonke Dayton OH 45449-3358

Renata Rollins Baltimore MD 21239-3310

Antonio Pacifico Woodbury MN 55129-8761

Deborah Pelter-laman Concordia KS 66901-6890

Michele Chapman Georgetown TX 78633-5640

Anna Petronik Miami Beach FL 33140-4748

Ellen Extract New York NY 10003-6409

Brenda Seifert YAKIMA WA 98908-8000

Jeff Kutach Victoria TX 77904-3767

Lydia Tinder Stockton CA 95219-4620

Frances Weller Jonestown TX 78645-9655

Joan Kolessar New Columbia PA 17856-9024

Mark Latiker Saint Francis WI 53235-4876

Mary Frye Rochester NY 14609-2824

DL Wilkinson Jackson WY 83001-1518

Bruce Hildabrand Schaumburg IL 60194-2255

Benjamin Walter-Range Philadelphia PA 19104-5557

Vince Lindain Fremont CA 94555-3236

Anneka Lamb Kansas OK 74347-1705

Toya Hibbs Clarkrange TN 38553-5303

Victoria Eells Sixes OR 97476-9717

Tare' Stapp Lexington SC 29073-6501

Carolyn Celler dunnellon FL 34433-4406

Marilyn Wilkie New Rochelle NY 10801-4641

Kathleen Adams Florissant MO 63033-5704

Gail Pow Santa Fe NM 87507-2743

Margaret Guyer Hanover PA 17331-1726

Joe Pfister Brooklyn NY 11215-6015

Sue Russ Hillsville VA 24343-4032

Keely Gililland Fort Worth TX 76108-8908

Lynne Paxton Beverly Hills CA 90213-3958

Diane Howe Falmouth ME 04105-1199

Jeralyn Musser Arkport NY 14807-9488

Marian Bender Shallotte NC 28459-2212

Lauretta Padgett Sullivan IN 47882-1531

Irene Martinez Round Rock TX 78681-3521



Breanna Gusick Hancock MI 49930-9408

Finley Bb Estero FL 33928-6266

Alina Valencia Big Pine Key FL 33043-6050

Sherri Rand Yorkville IL 60560-9819

Sue Michelson Studio City CA 91604-1803

Nikki M Hingham MA 02043-3639

Danielle Workman Houston PA 15342-1124

Bruce Russell Worcester MA 01610-3126

Annette Murch San Diego CA 92103-4226

Kristen Lira Edina MN 55435-3209

Keith Everton Midlothian VA 23113-2714

James Clark jr Colorado Springs CO 80911-2535

Haley Lilly Aurora CO 80012-4612

Cynthia Lopreto New York NY 10023-5814

Sandra Hutchinson Morrisville NC 27560-9679

Sheila Lucero Colorado Springs CO 80906

Cheri Pysson Sequim WA 98382-3433

Sherri Hudson MOUNT JACKSON VA 22842

Michael Kwitt Warren MI 48089-1230

Daniel Medrano Wilmington CA 90744-1902

Kaelan Shannon Corona CA 92882-8330

Robert Rauh Hesperia CA 92345-2116

Paul Vincennie Apopka FL 32712-3938

Mark Skinner Buckingham VA 23921-3109

Jessica Dardarian Sherman Oaks CA 91403-3493

Julia Peace Hot Springs AR 71913-4832

Karen Diehl POINT PLEASANT BORO NJ 08742-2716

Ryan Park Torrance CA 90503-4894

R London atlanta MI 49709-0133

Christy Watson Louisville KY 40214-2805

Chris Mendoza San Diego CA 92102-3676

Elizabeth Davis Kettering OH 45429-5509

Diana Liviero Allendale SC 29810-2220

Catherine Krueger El Cerrito CA 94530-4145

Tania Smith Killeen TX 76549-2893

Deborah Bunton Du Quoin IL 62832-2231

Anna Cowen Portland OR 97266-2532

Maryanne Morrow Sherwood AR 72124-7203

Con Faren Indialantic FL 32903-0592

Karin Barger Sullivan MO 63080-4516

Pam Jarvie Fort Collins CO 80524-4237

Bob Naumoff Columbus OH 43229

Regina Logue Sun City CA 92586-0088

Julie Watts Auburn AL 36830-6922

Diana Turner Greenville MI 48838-9737

Catherine Vedder Frankfort KY 40601-1832

Rita Kovshun Aurora CO 80013-3989

Erfin Hartojo Walnut CA 91789-4104

Joan Doblinger Magnolia DE 19962-1453

Terryann Simoni Meridian ID 83646-3265

Barbara Kitzerow Chicago IL 60638-5620

Vicki Fox Beacon NY 12508-3912

Patty Adams Lincoln Park NJ 07035-1850

C Lamb palm harbor FL 34684-3733



Brooke Briner Greenwood IN 46143-5561

Diane Wieland Brookhaven PA 19015-1403

Joann Novicsky Whiting NJ 8759

Antonio Valdez Anaheim CA 92801-3324

Faith & Piers Strailey Quincy CA 95971-3012

James Zubko Taylorsville UT 84123-3557

Lupe Torre St Petersburg FL 33701-2832

Dawn Langerock Spicewood TX 78669-6561

Pat Patha Chicago IL 60631-3600

Laurie Hartman Basking Ridge NJ 07920-2731

Tess Fraad Ny NY 10009-2212

Yvonne Macallister Kenosha WI 53142-7052

Lesa Stacknick Mechanicsburg PA 17055-4088

Peggy Kauffman Bay Pines FL 33744-3956

Leslie Krygier Buffalo NY 14214-1961

Jocelyn Carver Stuart FL 34994-5548

Diane Coiner Liberty SC 29657-8802

Patricia Wilson Front Royal VA 22630-9008

Lilllian Just Buffalo NY 14210-1926

Alfred Wooden Killeen TX 76540-0315

Carol Goslant Cambridge MA 02138-1969

Marion Baxter Scottville MI 49454-9489

Rebecca Bralek Peninsula OH 44264-9546

LYNN WELLS Maryville TN 37804-3272

Lee Patrizzi Chuluota FL 32766-9258

Manu S-M Hamilton ON L8S 4L8

Hudson O'Connell Asheville NC 28804-1701

Kathleen Audette Hooksett NH 03106-1625

Liza Eng Winona MN 55987-2488

Jan Weisel Woodinville WA 98072-9163

Crystal Mitchell Oceanside CA 92057-4428

Lewis Crusha El Cajon CA 92019-3579

Sylvia Cardella Hydesville CA 95547-9416

Zoltan Kiss Tarzana CA 91356-3026

James Sevinsky Ballston Lake NY 12019-2901

Cheryl Winkle Meadville PA 16335-6444

Steve Petyerak Woodstock GA 30188-5059

Andrea Fekete Bloomfield NJ 07003-2500

Sherry Kraft Edmonds WA 98020-5012

Ricky Gitt New York NY 10017-1681

Kathryn Kerensky Louisville KY 40214-1038

Kathleen Brakensiek Monrovia CA 91016-2313

Karen Woodall Ottawa ON K2C 2J9

Kelli Steele Loveland OH 45140-5519

Cathy Flowers Carmichael CA 95608-2523

Ted Weber Annapolis MD 21403-2323

Brett Kessler Washington DC 20009-4481

Serafino Vendittelli Maspeth NY 11378-3401

Tara Skeen San Leandro CA 94578-4220

Gabby Schelthoff Lisle IL 60532-1244

Judith Gerowe Orland ME 04472-4756

Jennifer Taylor Chicago IL 60660-2516

Sheri Calfee Denver CO 80237-2951

Sandra Holbrook Aurora MO 65605-8240



AnnaMary Walsh Shepherdstown WV 25443-4017

Rita Gugliotta Santa Fe NM 87508-6653

Jane Engle KETTERING OH 45419-2357

Lucie Laberge Charlotte NC 28270-0875

Barb Wilcox Swartz Creek MI 48473-9760

Jim Spooner Manteca CA 95337-8248

Linda Fleming Rochester NY 14617-1530

Melinda Funk Kamloops BC V2H1A4

Elaine Eng Hercules CA 94547-3960

Nicolas Duon Santa Ana CA 92705-5812

Lynn Erckmann Kirkland WA 98033-8740

Gaby Thomas Altadena CA 91001-3843

Linda Huffman Cotati CA 94931-0218

michael deangelis Peabody MA 01832-4738

barbara lee fraser sechelt BC V0N 3A2

Liane Popovics Calgary AB T2K 1H8

Gracie France Sterling VA 20165-2476

Didi D'Errico new york NY 10010-4011

Milan Mehta Midlothian VA 23113-3645

Phoebe Rufener Torrance CA 90503-7128

Barbara Metzler Brookside NJ 07926-0101

Noah Grossman Rocky Point NY 11778

Cathy Philipps Blaine MN 55434-3104

Matthew Peterson Winnetka CA 91306-3529

James Butler Reno NV 89508-6408

Elizabeth Schneider-peele Maitland FL 32751-6355

Suzan Lison Baldwinsville NY 13027-9799

Jo-Ann Burke Albquerque NM 87109-5407

Peggy Bloomberg Twinsburg OH 44087-3218

Abraham Nseir Los Angeles CA 90018-1768

Jessie Wheat Krugerville TX 76227-6245

Lezlie Navarro Wildomar CA 92595-7524

Alan Brown Goffstown NH 03045-2401

Matthew Richcreek York PA 17403-1519

Linda Gilbert Manchester CT 6040

John Bickley Fort Wayne IN 46804-5253

April Wickman FISHERS IN 46038-8673

Kevin Bradley Warren MI 48089-2528

Pamela Rislove Keizer OR 97303-3801

Gwen Weil Oakland CA 94610-1138

Charles Deknatel Jamaica Plain MA 02130-2833

Stacey M Buffalo NY 14203-1290

Lauren Felicione Whitestone NY 11357-1947

Charlotte Fant Melbourne FL 32934-7255

James Marsh Raleigh NC 27612-2678

Pamela Whitaker Knightstown IN 46148-9775

Joanne Parnall Waterford MI 48328-1120

E. richard Diamond, jr. Saunderstown RI 02874-1960

Maggie Mccarthy Austin TX 78722-1939

Stefanie Landman Fremont CA 94539-5217

Rita Patterson FRANKLIN SQUARE NY 11010-2939

Judy Rather Medina Staunton VA 24401-1690

Courtney Barnings Amarillo TX 79109-5911

Elizabeth Brill Corning NY 14830-3200



carin yates Clyde TX 79510-3768

Sandra Richards Sulphur LA 70665-7623

Chandra Bennett Ingleside TX 78362-4010

Maurie Jacinto acampo CA 95220-9501

Nate Faust Albuquerque NM 87112-2750

Fae Hanna Atlanta GA 30339-6201

Victoria Miller Encino CA 91436-1541

Michelle Yassai Toronto ON M5M 4M8

Divya Rathor Sammamish WA 98075-7296

Mark Johns Omaha NE 68138-3446

Kathleen Medina Lee MA 01238-9474

Karen Ryan Covington LA 70435-8167

Frank Baucom Amado AZ 85645-9637

Vivian Godbey Chattanooga TN 37405-4612

Jennifer Thornton Leverett MA 01054-9501

Wendy Hansen Aromas CA 95004-9615

Richard Peterman Caledonia OH 43314-9412

Sheila Young Blossom TX 75416-2571

Peggy Miller Clarksburg WV 26301-6554

Sophie Phillips-Meadow Eugene OR 97405-3079

Patience Dougherty Hoosick Falls NY 12090-1332

Margaret Foshay Manahawkin NJ 08050-6027

Loren Wieland Pembroke Pines FL 33025-4540

Kelli Nguyen Lemon Grove CA 91945-2159

Robert Phipps Lenoir NC 28645-8430

Melissa Pearson Kingsport TN 37660-7657

Emma Fylstra Bridgeton NJ 08302-4105

Vicki McNamara Portland OR 97219-7423

Katharine Odell Madison WI 53711-2225

Josephine Grimmitt Garland TX 75042-6151

K S Vero Beach FL 32962-3564

Marsha Smith Dryden NY 13053-9768

Patricia Poole Bonaire GA 31005-5636

Joseph Kenosky Mount Pocono PA 18344-1717

Julie Robertson Mount Olive IL 62069

Justine Karren Upland CA 91786-5652

Leslie Branco Visalia CA 93277-9166

Isabel Martins NY NY 10002-2416

David Peterson San Diego CA 92116-4841

Donna Shaw Simi Valley CA 93065-2104

Frances Goff Pasadena CA 91107-4208

Samuel Sledd Daytona Beach FL 32114-1625

Lasha Wells Saint Petersburg FL 33707-1407

Anthony Coleman Inverness FL 34450-7388

Mark Roberts Frankfort KY 40601-9459

Nate Sanford Dayton OH 45417-8218

Philip Kavan Portland OR 97214-1458

Alexandra Dupuis Decatur TX 76234-5433

Deborah Harrison South Windsor CT 06074-5518

Lorie Kellogg Kansas City MO 64111-3507

Aurelia B Dallas TX 75201

Leigh Wales Caswell ME 04750-3240

Doris Luther Hollis Center ME 04042-3534

Charlotte Laughon lawrenceville GA 30043-6732



felice schonfeld hollywood FL 33019-1630

Marijka Willis Gainesville FL 32608-5604

Marina Martinez Dixon CA 95620-3148

Min Ji Flushing NY 11355-3994

Phyllis Siciliano Staten Island NY 10305-4844

Tracy Pellonari Santa Rosa CA 95405-7690

Jenifer Steele Van Nuys CA 91406-2747

Susan Madsen Bolckow MO 64427-9257

Byron Fogel Van Nuys CA 91402-4518

Sherry Rogers Greenville DE 19807-2153

Venita Fuller Driftwood TX 78619-4229

Lisa Winningham Los Gatos CA 95032-3839

Tracy Richards Clackamas OR 97015-8418

Wendy Jaques Sedalia CO 80135-8215

Veleida Little Belton MO 64012-3127

Alfred Kaemmerlen Plainsboro NJ 08536-2502

joan goodfellow Wilmington DE 19805-3713

Scott Gordon Pueblo CO 81004-2514

Kathy Flocco-McMaster Clearwater FL 33764-1167

David Christian Kansas City MO 64151-1004

Vicky Mclaughlin Syracuse NY 13215-1973

Susan Bundrick Kingwood TX 77345-1705

Tina Tine' Knoxville TN 37919-4274

Helen Fielding Gainesville FL 32609-1922

Jill Janda Sanibel FL 33957-3603

Steven Sabatella Fleming Island FL 32003-8734

Kathleen Gill Pittsford NY 14534-2935

Sidney Gardner Griswold CT 06351-8851

Kelli Lee-allen Vernon VT 05354-9574

David Snope Califon NJ 07830-4341

Fatimah Quraali Houston TX 77042-3726

Toni Williamon Rockmart GA 30153-2325

Dawn Feneht Madison WI 53711-2608

Melisa McMannis Hutchinson KS 67501-2660

Jennifer Quednau Sherman Oaks CA 91403-2646

Brenda Gappy West Bloomfield MI 48322-1137

Katie Byrne Lisle IL 60532-4228

Terence Lucey Hot Springs Village AR 71909-7410

John Covey Marianna AR 72360

Christine McLaughlin Flint MI 48507-5618

Chris Rehl Saranac MI 48881-9564

Rainer Jurgenstein Toms River NJ 08753-5338

Suzanne Wood Auburn CA 95603-5504

Crystal Newcomer Enola PA 17025-1160

Beth Dennis Howard PA 16841-3849

Valerie Phillips Philadelphia PA 19118-3712

Dianne Neal Cupertino CA 95014-4639

Helene Stoller Brooklyn NY 11201-2452

vida bossinas chesterland OH 44026-2313

Tamira Sinicropi Amsterdam NY 12010-8321

Amy Wilson San Mateo CA 94401-1213

Jean Schlachter Loudon TN 37774-4515

Kathleen Francis NEW BRAUNFELS TX 78130-2049

Margo Sarvis Newburgh NY 12550-6446



Kathleen Flynn Westampton NJ 08060-5714

Barbara Richards Saint Petersburg FL 33702-2717

Teresa Young Bristol VA 24201-2732

Barbara Bachman Farmington Hills MI 48334-2362

Dianna Burton Denham Springs LA 70726-1517

Summer Shippy COSTA MESA CA 92627-2781

Stephen Mitchell Newark NY 14513-9134

Amanda Griffin Marriottsville MD 21104-1197

Gloria Fisher Portland OR 97220-5948

Erika Howards Safety Harbor FL 34695-4033

Georgia R Fair Oaks CA 95628-3120

Rose Kabir Eastvale CA 91752

Gene Walasik Ocala FL 34471-3658

Darlene Liles Franklin KY 42134-1005

Adam Sherako Melbourne FL 32940-2340

Sarah Kroonenberg Arvada CO 80003-3617

Rachel Greene Saratoga Springs NY 12866-1632

Tammy Durante Melbourne FL 32940-6030

Anthony Pacifico SOUTH PLAINFIELD NJ 07080-5404

Hiett Cooper Eugene OR 97403-2159

Nicholas Kent Sacramento CA 95825-2370

Jan Steele Palm Beach FL 33480-5724

Elise Tooley Evans Mills NY 13637-0114

Gayle Donohue Chicago IL 60660-3430

Jackie Palumbo Oyster Bay NY 11771-4003

Joanne Dirk N Royalton OH 44133-4620

Mari Matsumoto Alameda CA 94501-1509

Jeff Willix Carlsbad CA 92011-3907

Carolyn Hahn-re Stamford CT 06906-2238

Julie Morin Manchester NH 03104-2922

Betty Horton Myrtle Beach SC 29577-6574

Cindy Hanks Bear DE 19701-4019

Kim Cook Savannah GA 31416-0253

Amy Bursky Wynnewood PA 19096-3533

Rosie Young Spokane Valley WA 99216-5001

Jackie Beutel Imperial MO 63052-1005

Srinivas Raghavan Fremont CA 94539-3774

Susan Gilmore West Hartford CT 06119-1302

Mary Hancock Fort Worth TX 76118-7763

Mj Lagatta Grand Island NY 14074

Amy Harlib New York NY 10011-2707

E. Davis Buda TX 78610-2908

David Leader Asheville NC 28804-8811

Cathy Maxfield Salt Lake City UT 84121-6009

Brandon Kirschner Royal Palm Beach FL 33411-4315

Carol Leonis Birmingham AL 35242-4490

Ann Gerald Austin TX 78735-8597

Livia Lopes Washington DC 20036-3307

Jeanette Navarro Manteca CA 95337-6806

Kristin Bradley Medford Lakes NJ 08055-2153

Pamela Grieser Lincoln NE 68508-3039

Cory West Laramie WY 82072-3309

Paul Baxter La Follette TN 37766-2811

MaryAnn Seward Port Townsend WA 98368-6213



Charlotte Allen Mcminnville OR 97128-5608

MARC FLANAGAN WOODCLIFF LAKE NJ 07677-8005

Naomi Piyatissa Potomac MD 20854-6165

Charles Nagle S Weymouth MA 02190-1277

William Goell Oconomowoc WI 53066-8787

Celia Stauty Pacific Grove CA 93950-2821

Denise Evangelisto Altoona PA 16601-4139

Conrad Bazylewski EVANSTON IL 60202-1634

Cheri Kunz Woodinville WA 98077-7738

Catherine Kittle KENOSHA WI 53143

Adrian Pineda Santa Ana CA 92704-4728

Rochelle Proctor Tallahassee FL 32312-1062

Elizabeth Miller Henderson NV 89014-2583

Jackie Candela Godfrey IL 62035-1371

Jason Perlman Los Angeles CA 90034-3513

Emily Blank Mount Rainier MD 20712-0096

Joe S. Brooklyn NY 11230-4138

Karen Maquias Brooklyn NY 11214

Donna Alsobrook Newbury Park CA 91320-5823

Esther Duck Beverly Hills CA 90212

Michael Herbert Florence OR 97439-8340

Tamara Leonard Clifton Park NY 12065-7218

Paula Thaxton Lexington KY 40514-1421

Karen Wilson Chicago IL 60615-2917

Ken Ashworth Durham NC 27703-9261

Carole Scott St. Louis MO 63130-4730

Anne Pitt New York NY 10003-4368

Carol Dean middle river MD 21220-4012

Lisa Madrid Florence AZ 85132-7506

Susie Haleblian La Canada Flintridge CA 91011-2452

Bonnie Butts Rosholt WI 54473-9551

Bonnie Butts Rosholt WI 54473-9551

Victoria Cross Montgomery Village MD 20886-3952

Terese Stewart Oceanside CA 92054-3404

Tamatha Bradshaw Eminence KY 40019-1232

Stephanie Williams Fort Wayne IN 46804-8414

Donna Woodhams Rialto CA 92376-5024

Kathleen Libby Newmarket NH 03857-1639

Mercedes Suarez South Pasadena FL 33707-4474

Roseann Elvidge Moosic PA 18507-1129

Holly Jenkins Falmouth KY 41040-8222

Sue Kato Tukwila WA 98168-4547

Modell McEntire San Bernardino CA 92405-3136

Kayla Whitney Shelby Twp MI 48316-3719

Jennifer Krinke Saint Paul MN 55104-5130

Lori Haam Dearborn MI 48124-1648

Vic Deangelo San Francisco CA 94121-3128

Shelley Thorn Kenosha WI 53143-6310

Maria Esquilin Phillipsburg NJ 08865-2201

Savannah Young Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730-3951

Jeremy Spencer Pacifica CA 94044-3318

Dominic Percopo West Haven CT 06516-1063

Victoria Hagemeister Camden NC 27921-7617

Julie Roney Naples FL 34116-6651



Pamela Mooman Angleton TX 77515-5113

Marcia Dones Murphy NC 28906-9274

Nancy Braford Berea OH 44017-2736

Daniel O'Brien Milton NY 12547-5226

Shauna Kiple Lincoln NE 68516-7026

Joan Samara Ojai CA 93023-1844

Jacek Voelkel Pozna CA 90210

Susanna Schmitz Berne NY 12023-2822

Stanley Bonner tacoma WA 98405-3310

Tony Meinerding Greenville OH 45331-2809

Patricia Mann Indio CA 92201-9514

Phyllis Meyer-Parthemore Kanab UT 84741-4222

Kathleen Gray Newhall CA 91321-4720

Jane Edsall Mt. Sinai NY 11766-0144

James Barnett Beavercreek OH 45434-5930

Kendra Sykes Tobaccoville NC 27050-0014

Alice Henderson New Orleans LA 70118-5015

Katy Ruckdeschel Merion Station PA 19066-1519

Jean Loer Novato CA 94947-4403

Natalie Rook Ellicott City MD 21042-7735

Teri Davidson Arnold MO 63010-4111

Yvonne Reitz Long Beach CA 90802-5721

S Kurtz Albuquerque NM 87122-1433

Gary Goldner Massillon OH 44647-5905

David Sime Titusville FL 32780-4516

Deborah Lewis Cordova TN 38016-6091

Dona Anderson Sooke BC V9Z 0B1

Dina Tamburrino Washington DC 20024-3008

Elizabeth Balvin Westerville OH 43081-3421

Lois Shubert Camarillo CA 93010-3036

Linda Anderson Punta Gorda FL 33955-4221

Jane Newmark Brookside NJ 07926-0175

Linda Whitsitt Hanover MD 21076-2304

R M DAVIS Amboy IL 61310-1126

Gregory Light Plattsburgh NY 12901-6413

Linda Norris Gainesville FL 32609-2217

Ann Macaluso East Amherst NY 14051-1851

Lucinda Sanchez Dana Point CA 92629-4135

Lisa Allowitz-Thompson Tahoe Vista CA 96148-0263

Marla Green Grapevine TX 76051-6206

Trenton Mabey Prescott Valley AZ 86314-9396

SHARON NOVAK NEW BERLIN WI 53151-6043

Kenneth Miller Topanga CA 90290-4410

Gloria Resa Chula Vista CA 91911

Theresa Evans Philomath OR 97370-9617

Stephanie Smith Lubbock TX 79413-6307

Adam Mills Asheville NC 28801-4448

Vilma Rodriguez Lutz FL 33548-0373

Carol Kaminsky Amherst MA 01002-3011

Henri Goettel Independence MO 64057-1643

Barbara Litton Brentwood Bay BC V8M 1J5

Margaret Loomis Silver Spring MD 20910-1042

Ryan Nelson Colorado Springs CO 80919-3141

Nathalie WANGERMEZ FAIRFAX VA 22031-1214



Wilma V brandwijk Vlaardingen None 3131gr

Eileen Goh singapore None 678267

Cynthia Allen Lawrenceville GA 30043-8213

Ankita Nagvekar Gaithersburg MD 20878-2764

Joan Hansen beckley WV 25801-9790

Lucinda Gerlitz Manchester TN 37355-3043

Pam Patterson Miami FL 33165-4646

Elizabeth Cumberbatch Gloucester MA 01930-2324

Bruce Burnham Brunswick ME 04011-9339

Carol J Groese,er Springfield MO 65807

Daniel Gantenbein San Tan Valley AZ 85140-5903

William McDowell Mastin Coxsackie NY 12051-1160

Lauren Anderson Ann Arbor MI 48104-4171

martina Wall bedfordshire VA 19992

Allison Stillman Nashville TN 37215-1925

Patricia Kaiserman Mesa AZ 85210-6040

Joyce Purdue Green Valley AZ 85622-5446

Lisa Watson Nolan Surfers Paradise IN 42179

Maura Peterson Issaquah WA 98027-8528

Heather aka Heth Drees Grand Forks ND 58201-8876

Sandi Collins Palm Springs AZ 98135

Joan Arnold Rudolph WI 54475-9585

Gail G Ithaca NY 14850-9311

Deanna Smith Scottsdale AZ 85251-2865

Sophie Poe Hot Springs VA 24445-2218

Aurora King Asbury NJ 8802

Denise Foehl Royersford PA 19468-2924

Lisa Thoreson Berkeley IL 60163-1037

nat polychuk wpg MB R2P 1H9

Julie Mizen Aurora IL 60502-6499

Bazy Callender Woodbury MN 55125-3103

Carol Johnson North Aurora IL 60542-1776

Georgiana Hill Barnardsville NC 28709-0356

Herbert Brown Indianapolis IN 46241-3433

Tammi Garvin Martinsburg WV 25404-3721

Irene Souder-Coyle Lansdale PA 19446-2613

Nancy Foust STONEBORO PA 16153-3810

Malu Malu Cauca None 10000

Christine Dreyer Center Conway NH 03813-4055

Michael Cassella Huntington Station NY 11746-8429

Cheryl Bertolino Mc Donald PA 15057-9740

Virgene Link-New Anacortes WA 98221-0249

Angela VanCleve High Springs FL 32643-0097

Lourdes Cabrales Clementon NJ 08021-5624

alice hinde terre haute IN 47802-2426

LINDA LIONETTI Bronxville NY 10708-2124

Derek Carpenter Centennial CO 80016-1175

John Brown San Diego CA 92115-1628

Kim Hill Penetang ON L9M 1E1

Cinzia Paganuzzi Santa Monica CA 90405-2023

Ingrid Isaksen Hvalstad None 1395

Christine Clayborne Hopewell VA 23860-2126

Sharon Ciri Milwaukie OR 97222-1939

Barbara Haroe Lomita CA 90717-2716



Jeffrey Womble Lodi CA 95240-6810

carol Coons Prineville OR 97754-7698

C D Ottawa ON K1J 8P5

Carla Newberry Solon OH 44139-1942

Linda Jones Friendsville TN 37737-2038

Thomas Conroy Manhattan Beach CA 90266-6108

Michael Seager Mentor OH 44060-7535

Helen Hawley Lewiston ID 83501-2758

Sally Seegers Dallas TX 75225-2301

Melyssa Conforti Cumberland RI 02864-8003

Jennifer Carter Austin TX 78745-5900

Sandra Lail Asheboro NC 27205-1542

Margaret Standridge Big Pine CA 93513-0783

Terrie Kerksiek Gladstone MO 64118-5048

Jody Caicco Vancouver WA 98682-9548

Janet Wynne Bellingham WA 98229-8976

Ann Hagmann Georgetown TX 78628-7653

William Edwards Brighton MI 48116-1858

Jeanene Lorey Bothell WA 98021-9242

Lynn Deming Redding CT 06896-2804

Patricia Halsell Lebanon PA 17042-6556

Peggie Kirkpatrick Yorba Linda CA 92886-4529

Curtis Johnson Seattle WA 98105

Katie Stewart Atascadero CA 93422-4332

Fran Recca Netcong NJ 07857-1129

Bill Wood Scottsdale AZ 85255-9043

Robin Patten Oklahoma City OK 73115-1976

Rachel Gibson Bountiful UT 84010

Patricia Sylvester Freeland WA 98249-9729

Mike Harris Austin TX 78755-6241

Geri Lorito Flanders NJ 07836-9558

BRITTNEY HAMMOCK Tampa FL 33610-7426

JUSTIN KREISER Tampa FL 33610-7426

Francine Buhr Gimli MB R0C 1B1

Joseph Schoonbroodt Nidrum ME 4750

Ruth DuValle Chico CA 95973-9297

ANNE FASSIN LIEGE ME 4020

Liborio Gatto Basking Ridge NJ 07920-2047

Charles Nicol Palm Harbor FL 34684-1639

Robert Goorey Blackstock SC 29014-9524

Lindalou Dunphy Whiting NJ 08759-2732

Ronald Rutzky Homewood IL 60430-1503

Edith Root Old Chatham NY 12136-2716

Paulette Allison Jefferson City MO 65109-5320

Freddie Sumilhig Yuba City CA 95991-8240

Danielle Regnier Redlands CA 92373-7022

J.T. Averre San Jose CA 95124-1442

Richard Reale San Francisco CA 94109

Jeff Canner Coopers Plains NY 14827

Marla Inzerillo Kansas City MO 64155-2533

Cynthia Ralda Eads TN 38028-3520

Glenna Dowling San Francisco CA 94115-2927

Debbie Melvin Kansas City MO 64155-2205

gilava falah lahijan None 448522



Ashley Jager Kernersville NC 27284-8801

Eve Dufour Edmonton AB T6w1j7

Alexandria Hector Mississauga ON L5V 2E9

Susan LeClair Campbell CA 95008

Jennifer Porter Flower Mound TX 75028-8711

Sharon Brown Joliet IL 60436-1894

Laura Keene Spring Hill FL 34608-4173

Olivia Gomez Guadalajara OH 44451

Megan and Douglas Roberts Waterloo ON N2J 3W9

Jenny Wolff Sedona AZ 86340-4382

PAUL COLLARILE Yonkers NY 10703-2308

Susan Demaree Salinas CA 93901-3230

Timothy DiTomaso Anaheim CA 92809-0114

Rainer Judd Marfa TX 79843-0021

Alexander Dugan Waltham MA 02452-6263

Jana Menard Fragrance Vault, LLC South Lake Tahoe CA 96150-6992

Billy Rotondo Carbondale CO 81623-9605

CHARLES HAMMOCK TAMPA FL 33610-7426

Guy Miracle Los Angeles CA 90046-2525

Patrick Mulleavy Huntington Beach CA 92649-1624

Jeffrey Blackman Tucson AZ 85717-1624

Rebecca Klein Canton GA 30115-5835

John Hindes Littleton CO 80123-4573

Derek Collett Nashport OH 43830-9707

Dawn Davidson Glenside PA 19038-1928

Kathleen Sivyer Ann Arbor MI 48104-5359

Chris May Turners Falls MA 01376-1837

Janelle George Parker CO 80134-4440

Paul Leib Lake Oswego OR 97034-7510

Eric Gottlieb El Portal FL 33150-2252

Diane Helms Queen Creek AZ 85142-7974

Tonya Cortez Loveland CO 80538-1234

Allison Benoit Gonzales CA 93926-0576

Jackie Demarais Whitehouse TX 75791-8335

Helen Kite Indianapolis IN 46229-2271

Angel McCarter Albuquerque NM 87110-1905

Mary Chelosky Monroe MI 48161-1578

Dawn Langerock Spicewood TX 78669-6561

dennis riley Manchester None m130eb

Laura Bell Toronto ON M5C 3C5

Carla Holmes Los Altos CA 94022-3964

Carla Fullerton Graham TX 76450-7015

Victoria Turner Gloucester ON K1J 7X8

Eva Amon Irvine CA 92663

Ezequiel Martinez Sorenson CABA None 1416

Lucia Giglio Castelar None 1712

Oscar Figueroa Lancaster PA 17602-3542

Tracy Shuttleworth East Gwillimbury ON L9N 0S5

Norm Ellis Corona del Mar CA 92625-2025

Deisy Acevedo Encarnación None 6000

Max Ivell Upington None 8800

Tiffanny Richert Doniphan MO 63935-1032

Manisha Das Sangma Guwahati None 781003

Susan Vandenassem Calgary AB T2J 5W1



Laurel Covington Lutz FL 33548-7924

Ethan Britt Sand Springs OK 74063-7815

Deborah Fallender Santa Monica CA 90405-2828

Kim Hyde-Schmitt West Hollywood CA 90046-5739

Danielle Wincek Saint Francis MN 55070-9587

Manuel Fuentes Huntington Park CA 90255

Janelle Stolen Omaha NE 68164-3734

Ingrid Bangers Lincoln NE 68508-3632

Hannah Gilbertson Washington DC 20008-2625

Carol Pratt Naples FL 34120-1846

Rebecca Sanchez Beaverton OR 97005-1067

Alan McCarty Las Vegas NV 89128-7724

Hayley Hodgson Stone Mountain MI 30036

Marilyn Evenson Norwalk OH 44857-8768

Kassandra Dorman San Diego CA 92127-1060

Cathy Cannon Sumner IA 50674-1320

Andrea Namanworth OFS Bronx NY 10475-3817

Paula Duckett Grandview MO 64030-2735

Rilla Mayor Minaki ON P0X 1J0

Bethany Irwin Bethel Park PA 15102-1419

spring nothelfer saginaw MI 48609-4813

MARCOS FERREIRA JOINVILLE AR 89214

Shannon Gentry Hendersonville NC 28739-6560

Robert Gorman Woodbridge VA 22192-1639

Lavender Cinnamon Fort Bragg CA 95437-8714

Beth Cralle Louisville KY 40207-2359

Mary Ruliffson Victor NY 14564-9529

Dan Struble Livingston MT 59047-1957

A. Amber Sidhu Oceanside CA 92057-6147

anita alfoldi kitchener on ON N2E 2E3

Carol Hewitt Signal Hill CA 90755-3452

Deanna Noel Washington DC 20009-5416

Amy Morgan Houston TX 77092-7517

Michaelene Galus Lemont IL 60439-6119

Kris Jackson Arlington VA 22209-1081

Laura Kirton Belmont CA 94002-2320

Stephen DuPar Palm Springs CA 92262-7089

Fernando Pérez Montevideo None 11200

Shannon Costley Alpharetta GA 30009-4717

Michael Hassett Lake Stevens WA 98258-5621

Lynn Law Oregon City OR 97045-8574

Dawn Matta Riverview FL 33569-5149

Vincent Melançon Boisbriand QC J7G 1S9

Elyssa Hagins Hollister CA 95023-9742

Morrigan Black Brazoria TX 77422-5663

Karen Whatley Baton Rouge LA 70808-5862

Claudia Van Gerven Boulder CO 80305-5722

Erik Hvoslef Salida CO 81201-0688

Nancy Reitman Croton On Hudson NY 10520-1566

Patricia Mctigue Washington Township NJ 07676-4632

Kristin Felix Olympia WA 98502-9501

Paul Whitson Marina CA 93933-4954

Roselie Bright Rockville MD 20850

Sara Fitzsimmons Port St Lucie FL 34953-1501



Kathleen Lynch Shelton WA 98584-2000

Diane Steele-Smith Phoenix AZ 85020-3833

David Williams Highland Park MI 48203-3534

J Mynatt Green Valley AZ 85614-5819

Erich Freimuth Wayne PA 19087-4917

Beverly Aldridge Kansas City MO 64118-2610

Nicole Schoeder Arvada CO 80004

Donna Alferez Chicago IL 60618-3326

Kylie Higashi Honolulu HI 96816-4219

Joan Engle Fairview TX 75069-4199

Craig Mowrer St. Petersburg FL 33713-1108

Conrad Green Oviedo FL 32765-6401

Laurie McLaughlin San Diego CA 92116-2015

Robin Craft Plain City OH 43064-9406

Deston Tanner Pittsburgh PA 15232-1855

Carolyn George Palo Alto CA 94306-3636

Kathleen Johnson Bloomsburg PA 17815-7258

Randa Blackwell Baltimore MD 21214-2225

Suzette Fontanelli San Clemente CA 92673-3052

Asmah Khan Alpharetta GA 30004-5336

Janice Stewart Big Sandy TN 38221-4017

Kathryn Moot Frankfort KY 40601-7904

Richard Welch Newburyport MA 01950-6254

Margaret Christensen Gilbert AZ 85233-3954

ROSEMARIE GARCZYNSKI BEAVER DAM WI 53916-8924

Kathryn Lambros Seattle WA 98117-4444

Betsy Smith Plantsville CT 06479-1388

Thomas Stella Mansfield MA 02048-1373

Cheryl Dare Memphis TN 38104-6409

J Davis Sf CA 94102-1101

Leo Buckley San Francisco CA 94110-1222

Doug Landau Saint Petersburg FL 33707-1143

Michael Merenda Santa Barbara CA 93103-2804

Kathleen Fox Eugene OR 97402-2416

Martha w Bushnell Louisville CO 80027

Grace Lambert Nazareth PA 18064-9556

Debbie Windauer Tucson AZ 85730-4475

Carrie Gleason Sedalia CO 80135-8522

Shay Krasner Cave Creek AZ 85331-2423

Carole Hiatt Wenatchee WA 98801-8237

Anthony Montapert santa maria CA 93455-2383

Katherine Aker Tujunga CA 91042-1816

Lisa Hirayama Napa CA 94558-9624

Georgiana Procaci Duncan SC 29334-8555

Michael Freire Tuxedo Park NY 10987-4801

Harriet C Miami FL 33176-2750

Nicole Barnes Port Richey FL 34668-1020

Nancy Saad Ft. Lauderdale FL 33305-3445

Jane Saks Winter Haven FL 33884-4836

Beth Kuehn Anoka MN 55303-3298

Robert Harrison Forestville CA 95436-9604

Rebecca Woods Rockville MD 20853-1417

Everett Dennis Austin MN 55912-6473

Claire Boggess Marietta GA 30068-3724



Carol anne Shiels Montague MA 01351-9719

Jen Ward Watertown MA 02472-3843

Catherine Leach Springfield OR 97477-2363

Darren Yardley San Luis Obispo CA 93401-4310

Cathy Carleton Hadley NY 12835-2235

Lisa Mckinnon tustin CA 92780-6629

Sarah Kim Santa Clara CA 95051-0968

Noah Haydon Daly City CA 94015-1963

Denise Smith Defuniak Springs FL 32435-8653

Rachael Walsh Mongaup Valley NY 12762

Roberta Stjohn Gardner MA 01440-2073

Sandy Schmidt Fischer TX 78623-1806

Sharon Beatty kari Ft Worth TX 76180

Kandice Bilisoly Colorado springs CO 80917-2181

Betty Ford Midlothian VA 23114-3398

Steven Morales Orlando FL 32821

Carole Dupre Carrboro NC 27510-1622

Linda Miller nottingham MD 21236-5002

Just Philipson New York NY 10471-1205

Lisa F Commack NY 11725-3601

Nancy Stobaugh Hopkinsville KY 42240-8479

Richard Stefaniak Westville IL 61883-1574

K Wise Broomfield CO 80023-4710

Gale Rullmann Youngsville NC 27596-2106

Peggy Belle Eagan MN 55123-3901

Mark Goodman Dallas TX 75248-2952

Monica O'brien Madison WI 53711-1008

Roseanne Jackson Fairfield CA 94533-1488

David Tuthill Seattle WA 98103-1037

Linden Priest West Richland WA 99353-5079

Cheryl Militello Greenville SC 29615-2115

Marta Mccracken Anchorage AK 99508-3906

David Brown Des Moines IA 50312-1543

Gloria Dosch Hebron MD 21830-1087

Pat Johnson Galloway OH 43119-9477

Pat Wright Cottage Grove OR 97424-9458

Margaret Remington Roseburg OR 97470-3725

Gayle Willis Bedford Heights OH 44146-4870

Raquel Quintana Tamarac FL 33319-3645

Amanda Mcmullen Longwood FL 32750-6121

Glenn McCaslin Hghlnds Ranch CO 80126-2220

Ron Alberty Longmont CO 80504-8814

cc mm Yonkers NY 10701

John and elizab Kramarck Townsend DE 19734-9715

Ruth Drouin Cheshire CT 06410-3178

Linda Bakker Seabrook Island SC 29455-6031

Jack Mccurdy Saint Louis MO 63125-5608

Linda Prandi Sacramento CA 95834-7519

margaret szypulski East Tawas MI 48730-9513

Kay Michel Maple Valley WA 98038-6618

Angela Gantos Tiburon CA 94920-2010

Caryn Mizenko Winter Springs FL 32708-6134

Scott Delano Temple TX 76502-1147

Tara DiCecco Spring Hill FL 34609-6540



jacqueline von rohrscheidt Saddle River NJ 07458-2956

Rafael Vargas Quesada AK 99501

Michael Christensen Pittston ME 04345-6805

Scott Smith Carlsbad CA 92011-4652

Eileene Gillson Sherwood OR 97140-7110

Chelsea Norvell Yakima WA 98903-9669

Marion Frank Berkeley CA 94704-1418

Jane De Hart Santa Barbara CA 93108-1825

Dena Lenard Austin TX 77512

LARISSA POPA BRIGHTON MI 48114-5309

Robert Hays El Cajon CA 92021-1770

Barbara Cook Coral Springs FL 33067

ELISE DI DONATO San Jose CA 95003

Brianna Harrington Vallejo CA 94591-8062

Mariana Barragan Houston TX 77064-8132

Lisa Fultz Centerville IN 47330-1518

Toni Davis Tampa FL 33618-4723

Eleanor Chouiniere Burlington NC 27215-5666

Rosalie Ridings Tucson AZ 85710-7328

Lynnette Collins Saint Francis WI 53235-4325

Carol Wasko Riverview FL 33579-2403

Salissa Chavez San Tan Valley AZ 85140-5074

Nancy Radford Reno NV 89511-1365

Claudia Rousseau Silver Spring MD 20904-3248

Maura Scherrer Arvada CO 80003-6346

Susan Porter Pasadena CA 91103-1445

Kimberly Muehleisen Portland OR 97229-7123

Maral Cavner Portland OR 97214-2497

Brenda Blood Houston TX 77061-2721

Enid christine Armenta Wheat Ridge CO 80212-7241

Mark Mcdermott East Rochester NY 14445-1663

deb labelle Greatfalls MT 59404-1732

Susan Poggi Elk Grove CA 95624-3255

Natasha Schwartz Brooklyn NY 11201-6919

Christina Beal Bolingbrook IL 60440-2213

Nicole Gallo West Chester PA 19380-1352

Peggy Alpert Kensington MD 20895-2716

Frances Carney Encinitas CA 92024-2818

Wayne Berg Indian Trail NC 28079-5753

Stephanie Inman longwood FL 32779-4524

Linda Kneib Gold Canyon AZ 85118-1825

Lisa Abegg Lawrence KS 66046-5070

Dondi Russell Los Osos CA 93402-3805

Rodrigo Urruela Stamford CT 06902-5603

Laura Esparza San Antonio TX 78213-3129

Karen Mason Southfield MI 48033-7439

Jim Panagos Pasadena CA 91101-3233

John Alvarez San Gabriel CA 91776-3916

Anna Victoria Columbia SC 29205-1110

Alicia Aguinaldo Springfield NJ 07081-3015

Terah Hansen Omaha NE 68114-2547

Rebecca Valleskey SPRING TX 77379-7835

Frederick Zehend Franklin Sq NY 11010-1417

Kristi Gilleo Highland Falls NY 10928-4538



Tony Caccioppoli Commack NY 11725

Ross Turnbull New Orleans LA 70115-6363

Lily Fernald Falmouth ME 04105-1188

Barb Douma Longmont CO 80503-2162

Tom Merman Bethlehem PA 18020

Kay Earle Marietta GA 30064-2868

Rebecca Columbia Pittsburgh PA 15241-2043

Michelle Maney Tampa FL 33606-3523

Michele DeFillipi Clinton Township MI 48038-3474

Sharon Granger Joliet IL 60436-1005

Sarah Prindle Lords Valley PA 18428-9071

Mark Mundo SEVIERVILLE TN 37876-6707

George Dicks Drain OR 97435-9778

Sheila Siegel Philadelphia PA 19106

Patricia Weinstein Antioch IL 60002-2520

Michelle Murphy Trenton NJ 08619-3110

Linda Smithe Jupiter FL 33458-3933

Shannon Mcfadden Ridgefield WA 98642-9402

Peter Cloud Newton MA 2459

Jocelyn Kasper Nashville TN 37204-3038

Marsha Balian Oakland CA 94618-1504

William Watts Athens GA 30605-4009

Nancy Boyd Big Rapids MI 49307-0725

Louis Reginato jr Chesapeake VA 23322-5619

Emma Bradshaw Aurora IL 60502-6820

Heather Stewart Phoenix AZ 85051-1042

Sandra Bale None WA 98008

Sonja Plumb Warwick RI 02886-1203

Mary lou H Strafford NH 03884-6739

Erin McCune Goleta CA 93117-2157

Tim Crowley Silver Spring MD 20905-5739

Patra Pringle Saint Louis MO 63147-3434

Jamie Kitson Marysville WA 98270-4143

Molly Lanza Narberth PA 19072-1809

Nancy Zora Wilmington NC 28403-1333

Joan Farber NY NY 10011-2176

Matthew Mccarthy White Cloud MI 49349-9322

Diana Billups Roswell GA 30076-4634

Brandyn Choate Springfield MO 65807

Robin Moro Newton NJ 07860-6328

Carter Hays Bloomington IN 47401-8592

Kenneth Becker McKinney TX 75071-7654

Jordan Alderdyce Marion IA 52302-4810

Thomas Grimes Schenectady NY 12304-3925

Ken Baxter Puryear TN 38251-3909

Rick Turner Kenton OH 43326-1692

Debbie Brush Aurora CO 80018-1562

Wanda Ballentine San Rafael CA 94901-5110

Eleanor Schilder Durham NC 27707-5015

Shirley Nasonchick Wildomar CA 92595-9237

Jenafur Maher-Bernard Raleigh NC 27604-3689

Patricia Black Rochester NY 14624-1526

Jake Elfenbein Las Vegas NV 89118-1406

Anya Johnson West Melbourne FL 32904-5153



Deborah Radoff Cheshire CT 06410-3727

Allison O'keeffe INDIANAPOLIS IN 46220-2763

David Bottomley Orlando FL 32828-9087

Jill Wolgamott GRAND RAPIDS MI 49504-4806

Courtney Baird Louisville KY 40220-1130

R.leslie Choi Glendale CA 91208-1719

Lara Ingraham Los Angeles CA 90038-3531

Kyle Flohrs Fairmont MN 56031-3020

MELORA GEBBIE Murrieta CA 92563-5655

Lisa Rodgers Sarasota FL 34237-5147

Valeria Meniconzi Miami Beach FL 33139-1320

Carol Johnson Denver CO 80210-2604

Marissa Proctor Colorado Springs CO 80918-8510

Monte Merritt Stephenville TX 76401

Connie Plucienik Eau Claire MI 49111-0238

Angela Rollins Bolinas CA 94924

Monika Bonn-miller Mount Pleasant SC 29464-7617

Maureen Jessnik Syosset NY 11791-3865

Kevin Holcomb Sultan WA 98294-9624

VIVIAN EMBERTON Independence MO 64058-1154

Darlene Ryan Union Gap WA 98903-2132

Jolene S Montebello CA 91754-6933

Michael Beers Eagle Mountain UT 84005-6333

Jennylynn Jankesh Santa Monica CA 90403-4551

Karen Jaquish Bellingham WA 98226-9088

Dayna Jennings Rocky Mount VA 24151-5672

Isbelia Otero Las Vegas NV 89147-8571

Rhonda Mateer Buffalo NY 14204-2623

Karen Bartley Springfield OH 45503-4336

Mary McFadden Forest Hill MD 21050-2725

Kasey Rito Starkville MS 39759-2360

Patricia Reynolds sorbye Oakland CA 94606-1464

Nikki Kelson Sandy UT 84094-1236

Pat Secrist Slc UT 84103

Mindy Rutkovitz Concord CA 94518-1003

Andrea Shea Lompoc CA 93436-5968

Melinda Morris Newport MI 48166-9778

Leslie Sheridan Clearlake CA 95422-7412

Alice Sylvestre Minneapolis MN 55417

John Chastain Richmond CA 94804-5629

Dana L Beck Tulsa OK 74132-5602

Ryder Johnson Huntington Beach CA 92646-8281

Julie Skjonsby Park Rapids MN 56470-6339

Destiny Leonard Waldorf MD 20603-7007

Jenny Cook San Jose CA 95121-2415

Yurii Yankivskyi Rehoboth Beach DE 19971-4039

James Post El Dorado Hills CA 95762-5282

Michael Barnes Carlsbad CA 92011-3966

Ed Zipeto Hyattsville MD 20782-1347

Kelli Clipp Franklin IN 46131-8521

Maria Stepanova Saint-Petersburg None 196223

Sarah Kroonenberg Wheat Ridge CO 80033-6729

Karen Davis Punta Gorda FL 33955-1178

Mike Rockas Harrodsburg KY 40330-1112



Marianne Hunter Rpv CA 90275-5902

Sherry Baumann Greenwood IN 46142-1515

Roger Sundberg Long Beach CA 90803-6222

Luanne Dangelo Holbrook NY 11741-4720

Terri Blackwell Napa CA 94558-1927

Bonnie Prado Littleton CO 80120-3712

Richard Rodenbeck Kenosha WI 53142-8356

Shelley Vyas Wake Forest NC 27587-8769

Judith Reed Keene NH 03431-1831

Barbara Phillips Cropseyville NY 12052-2621

Joanie B Brookline MA 2445

Margaret Guzzardo Rockford IL 61109-1322

Alex Miralles Walnut Creek CA 94596-6221

Liz Cramp Clifton VA 20124-2541

Ronald Hunt Mobile AL 36607-3324

Monica Smith Stockton CA 95207-5267

Andrew McCauley Cedar Park TX 78613-4097

Laura Cagle Kingston TN 37763-6223

Cris Ciao Brooklyn NY 11249

Ann Marie O'Hara Ponte Vedra Beach FL 32082-2729

Lynda Alvarez Arlington TX 76013-2586

Jane Hoffman New York NY 10011-7411

Nancy Boyd MARYLAND HTS MO 63043-1641

Douglas Johnston Fort Worth TX 76116

Margie Johnson B Everly Hills FL 34465

Jennifer Stridinger Youngstown OH 44512

Robert Cserr North Dighton MA 02764-1394

Shawn Mace Magnolia OH 44643

Val Greenspan Meridian ID 83646-5935

Mary Kraeszig Zionsville IN 46077-9573

LK WOODRUFF Sharpsburg GA 30277-3624

Katarina Aguilar Key Biscayne FL 33149-1480

Armando De quesada Hartselle AL 35640-6958

Janis Turpin Jefferson IA 50129-2517

Cynthia Skamarakas North Andover MA 01845-2121

Ashley Wise sutton Belton MO 64012-7856

Katherine Maynard Pacific Palisades CA 90272-4241

Linda Davis Corning CA 96021-8649

Sandra Thompson Roseville CA 95678-6437

RAJAN MONGA BEAUMONT TX 77706-7243

Lucinda Pierce Richmond CA 94806-2598

Lisa Martin Solvang CA 93463-9796

Judith Holm Vancouver WA 98684-4647

Joanne W Columbus OH 43220-5265

M.C. Corvalan Brea CA 92821-5015

Barry Finkel Chicago IL 60643-2409

Michael Kanarish Denver CO 80209-2933

Therese Weeks West Grove PA 19390-8813

Jane Crane Cranford NJ 07016-2957

Hollie Murphy Louisville KY 40207-3920

Judith Carlisle Palmyra VA 22963-2551

Elizabeth Savage Weymouth MA 02189-2652

Larry Whitman Lebanon OR 97355-9341

Stevan Bosanac Petaluma CA 94952-7504



Elise Kimball Louisville CO 80027-1145

Rebecca Balikci Wellington FL 33449-8063

Kay Kiechel-white Lincoln NE 68516-3926

Kathy Laird Overland Park KS 66210-3895

George Grover San Jose CA 95124-2316

N Ware Savannah GA 31401-9316

Aruna Tuller-Ross Vashon WA 98070-7508

Rebecca Sanford Albia IA 52531-8772

Lois ARCONATI SAINT LOUIS MO 63146-5170

Katharine Ayers Makawao HI 96768-8465

Genevieve Ali Austin TX 78733-1686

Miles Haroldson Olympia WA 98512-5912

Pam Wallace Greeneville TN 37743-6645

Sonja Norberg-Sanchez Carlsbad CA 92009-8340

Brian Zygo Houston TX 77026-7168

Young Young Indian Beach NC 28512-5939

Sara Habis Interlachen FL 32148-7431

Katrin Kuriger Waterloo IA 50703-4249

Caroline Czirr Denver CO 80206-3812

Charlene Longacre East Greenville PA 18041-2647

Mollie Vreeland Forked River NJ 08731-3504

Judi Bogardus Sloansville NY 12160-2800

Lillian Palmer La Mesa CA 91942-2062

Jesus Hernandez Soledad CA 93960-2942

Gail Courtney London None E17 6JQ

Debbie Davis Denver CO 80227-3802

Courtney Wall Benbrook TX 76126-3612

Joan Knipe PHOENIX AZ 85085-7258

Lakota Bondurant Hinton VA 22831-2306

Sierra Bingham Harrisburg PA 17110-1632

Autumn Alexander Tucson AZ 85750-0738

Nancy L. Roll Seward NE 68434-2824

Tate Anderson Murray UT 84107-6584

Jaremy Lynch Brownfield ME 04010-0342

Joan Poirier Kimberly ID 83341-1618

Timothy Guest Sarasota FL 34240-9537

Penn Patton Arcadia CA 91007-6274

Martina Higgins Rockville MD 20850-6081

Ronald Forshey SOUTH WEBER UT 84405-7734

Alexistori Gonzalez Boutte LA 70039-0082

Clarisse Holman Silver spring MD 20903-1921

Alexander Hyatt McDonough GA 30252-8421

Michele Bell Olympia WA 98501-3456

Mark Albert West Hills CA 91304-2231

Briana Hall Spokane WA 99223-4502

Kimy Harbin Del Mar CA 92014-3218

Ruth Savoie Washington IL 61571-3702

James Wolcott New Albany IN 47150-4923

Jeri Romero Hallandale Beach FL 33009-7509

Whitney-Bear Bradsher Mountlake Terrace WA 98043-5954

Terry Hahn Cape Coral FL 33909-8307

Theresa Lehman Neenah WI 54956-3579

Blanche Fedor Greensboro NC 27410-3405

Norma Hurt N Las Vegas NV 89031-1443



R. Alden Feldon Berkeley CA 94704-2516

Stanley Richer Trumbull CT 06611-1836

Ethel Huhn Los Angeles CA 90041-1635

Lois Canright Asbury NJ 08802-2106

Paula Meader Kensington CA 94708-1036

Kathi Lombardi Highland Park NJ 08904-1729

Zachary Jeffreys arvada CO 80004-2059

Cathy Sears Indianapolis IN 46237-1250

Kim Eldredge-Wight Jarrettsville MD 21084-1802

Isaiah Laitinen Pulaski WI 54162-9791

Donna Scott Chicago IL 60618-4812

Susan Brisby Lancaster CA 93536-1616

Bryan Kirshon West Melbourne FL 32904-1447

Brenda Tilman Pensacola FL 32506-6101

Erika Koenigsaecker Belleville WI 53508-9168

Karen Herbst Cleveland OH 44126

Cindy Terrell Hortense GA 31543-2646

Paul Sacia Woodstock GA 30189-7443

Elizabeth Drury Seabeck WA 98380-9546

elizabeth banks douglasville GA 30135-6905

Suzanne Nauman Front Royal VA 22630-5671

Gerna Rubenstein Orland Park IL 60462-5104

Kelly Goode Houston TX 77009-2014

Barbara Janks Clearwater FL 33759-1582

L. J. Travers Punta Gorda FL 33955

Deborah Omalley Mentor OH 44060-4120

Lori Grochowski Hanover Park IL 60133-3981

Sally Abel Beaverton OR 97007-3967

Jamie Allison Springfield MO 65809-3400

Stephanie Spiers San Diego CA 92107-1461

Ryan Hanson New Orleans LA 70125-3654

Kathleen Braun Waterloo IA 50701-4247

Beatriz Rosette Calexico CA 92231-3143

Shauna Norton Framingham MA 01701-5314

Victoria Auchincloss Winston-Salem NC 27101-2546

christy price Oklahoma City OK 73151-8613

Linda K B. Mersch Florissant MO 63034-2568

Patricia Prase Prince Frederick MD 20678-1799

Patricia Dwyer Nashua NH 3064

Colleen Morgan Sneads Ferry NC 28460-9507

Carol Radke Buford GA 30519-6929

Donna Schneider Bakersfield CA 93308-3313

Carol Meyer Levittown PA 19055-2202

Thomas Steele Tucson AZ 85718-5434

Georgia Carver Rancho Cordova CA 95670-3636

Esther Salem Marietta OH 45750-6574

Rachael Lehmberg Seal Beach CA 90740-4946

Lily Clair Montrose CO 81402-3565

CB Hung Catlett VA 20119-2468

Julie Wilson Houston TX 77084-1703

Kristen Shade Acton MA 01720-2729

Toni Russell Hot Sulphur Springs CO 80451

John Johnson Park Ridge NJ 07656-1048

Danielle Finn Maspeth NY 11378-1732



Sally Casey White House TN 37188-9420

Vicki Atkins Alexandria VA 22314-2063

Phyllis Licata Norridge IL 60706-3151

Christine McNulty Saint Robert MO 65584-8606

Cheryl Zellmer Centreville VA 20121-2271

GG George Phoenix AZ 85007-1537

Kristine Sandberg Mill Valley CA 94941-3624

Andrew Dermotta Mc Kees Rocks PA 15136-1005

Janice Kraus Old Lyme CT 06371-1318

Mia Kitner Lakewood CO 80227-1961

Beverly Kornack Zanesville OH 43702-3344

Frederick Fillmore Tucson AZ 85718-2324

Joan Walker Bishop CA 93514-3035

Nancy Dean Santa Fe TX 77517-3296

Barbara Rieffel Chicago IL 60618-2103

Nancy Kandler Kaukauna WI 54130-3238

Emily Thompson Kitty Hawk NC 27949-3723

Mary Leitch Phila PA 19147-5823

Jan Beauchamp Kerrville TX 78028-6411

Doug Landau St. Petersburg FL 33707-1143

Barbara Miller Franklin NJ 07416-2154

Laurrie Cozza Stony Point NY 10980-3038

Cheryl Eames Sun City AZ 85373-1402

Kathleen McHendry Belchertown MA 01007-9137

Lisa Gee La Crescenta CA 91224-0674

Lynda Wolfe Leesburg FL 34788-3177

Barbara Heikens Burlington IA 52601-2144

Irv Kadesh Chester NY 10918-2630

Alissa Adler Kildeer IL 60047-8632

David Amrod Baldwinsville NY 13027-6343

David Katz, M.D. La Jolla CA 92037-7848

Sabina Divine Tashkent None 100098

Barbara Burgess Hanover PA 17331-9360

Annmarie Kotlik Pittsburgh PA 15209-1419

Meredith Polson Charlottesville VA 22903-4521

Marc Beauchamp Moline IL 61265-4176

Sharon Young Az City AZ 85123-1109

Thomas Schmidt Urbana IL 61801-3917

Jean mari Cropsey Clearlake Oaks CA 95423-9346

Emily Morales Moreno Valley CA 92557-6033

Debra Rollins Augusta ME 04330-5014

Jacob Stalder High Point NC 27262-3618

Leslie Gonzales Lancaster CA 93536-8321

Kurt Hirschenhofer Millis MA 02054-1294

Hakey Reynolds Toledo OH 43620-1638

Diane Major Henrico VA 23228-6017

Dana Petre-miller Keizer OR 97303-3534

Jordan Daniels Manchester CT 06042-1934

Sarah Hoffman Kailua Kona HI 96740-9999

Bo Brown Mount Vernon IN 47620-8839

Marcia Ouellette Lafayette IN 47905-1513

Carl Mason Peekskill NY 10566-2404

Kevin Mahaffey Casper WY 82601

Nancy Pearson Hobe Sound FL 33455-2939



Robert Bolden West Carrollton OH 45449

kyla esqueda Fresno CA 93702-1367

Kate Proctor Rocky Mount NC 27804-3617

D Shah Rockford IL 61008

Rina Sunar Dover PA 17315-5200

JULIE GARVEY LONDONDERRY NH 03053-3943

R Sanders Las Vegas NV 89178-4884

Christine Farley Tucson AZ 85745-1892

Daniel Krumm 81303 CO 81303

jeanette varsik redlands CA 92374-1767

Linda Frankel Hurst TX 76053-6335

Jennifer Holtsclaw Newburgh IN 47630-9502

Pamela Zemlan Clifton VA 20124-1916

Barbara West Fredericksburg TX 78624-8240

George Parrish Belen NM 87002-7376

Sammye Cessac New Braunfels TX 78130-5686

Michelle Maier Ashley PA 18706-1523

Crystal Alexander Salem OR 97305-3360

Steven Broin Whitman MA 02382-1805

Karen L. Sea Girt NJ 08750-2104

Cathy Mccanta Vancouver WA 98665-6105

Melanie Kiely Clinton NJ 08809-1044

Iris Thomsen East Lansing MI 48823-3833

Robert Russell Skowhegan ME 04976-4838

Laura Salvati Whitestone NY 11357-1319

Susan Marchlen New York NY 10011-4216

Suzanne Chu Menlo Park CA 94026-2624

Angela Stier Perrysburg OH 43551-8968

Juliana de Tarnowsky La Grange Park IL 60526-1721

John Shockley Angola IN 46703-1860

Sheri Wright Ellsworth ME 04605-2763

Patricia Metcalf Mesa AZ 85213-9324

A Callan Charlottesville VA 22911-8428

Joanna McMullin Clinton CT 06413-1806

Rick Lindland Valencia CA 91354-1568

Stephen DiPesa Cambridge MA 02140-1621

Donna M Accettulli Brooklyn NY 11231-4932

John DeYoung Tijeras NM 87059-8026

Rolf Schulte New York NY 10023-3364

Janice Hinkle S Pasadena FL 33707-4435

Sheryl McMiller Celina OH 45822-8122

Krista Sexton San Marcos CA 92078-2306

S.M. McFarland Acworth GA 30102-3097

Gerry Williams Thousand Oaks CA 91360-6423

Alisha Johnson Fort Worth TX 76109-2705

Mizan Chowdhury Detroit MI 48212-2884

kelly conger Foxborough MA 02035-2836

Kurakanya Isarankura Federal Way WA 98003

Emma Oresic Bluffton SC 29910-5854

Mar Hend Las Vegas NV 89031-0118

Kirsten Moyers Westland MI 48185-3610

Corita Forster Durand WI 54736-4917

Ben Oldham Carbondale CO 81623

Amy Young Reseda CA 91335-1337



Melanie Jones Marshfield MA 02050-4921

Raeann St vincent Garrison ND 58540

Andrea Hungerford Oregon City OR 97045-8201

Lisa Taylor Cape Coral FL 33990-1590

Dena Morris Pamplico SC 29583-6924

Pouran Yousefi Sugar Land TX 77479-2745

Bobbie Emmons Montclair NJ 07042-1840

Elaine Pepe Cleve Hts OH 44118-2247

Rebecca Clark West Hills CA 91307-1523

Anthony Abdelmalek Los Angeles CA 90025-7022

Sara Taubman Austin TX 78757-1505

John Kasurin Ann Arbor MI 48103-3024

Linda Andrews Canterbury CT 06331-0097

Annette Poindexter Sarasota FL 34231-6653

Kimberly Crane Snohomish WA 98290-1734

Roberta Ahlquist San Jose CA 95192-1000

Elizabeth C Peoria AZ 85345-9408

Kathleen Boyle Nashville TN 37211-8647

Kathryn Dujardin Newport News VA 23601-4013

Meagan Taylor Pueblo West CO 81007-4027

Kate Warner Colorado Springs CO 80907-4707

Valarie Smith Houston TX 77087-4637

Geoffrey Saign Saint Paul MN 55116-3915

Sunem Polhamus Pemroke Pines FL 33024-5256

katherine lindley pensacola FL 32506-9539

Arlene Shako Schoharie NY 12157-3904

Margie Huggins Asheville NC 28804-1011

Gary Gregory Lancaster CA 93535-1102

Holly Quick Nashville TN 37204-3940

Rebecca West Loretto MN 55357-2115

Julia Rogers Cadiz KY 42211-7674

Irene Molina Seeley CA 92273

Janet Sachs Summerville SC 29485-9078

Svetlana Nikolskaya New York NY 10018

vicky Miller LA CA 90046-1960

Amy Cayton Watsonville CA 95076-9623

Tracey Myers Hawthorne CA 90250-4433

chuck zupan canon city CO 81212-4290

John Lerwill Clemont FL 34711

Patricia Smith Michigan City IN 46360-5534

Karen Metzinger Tucson AZ 85750-2536

shirley mae briggs Oscoda MI 48750-9638

Cliff Fisher wayne NJ 07470-3643

C Ruder Lexington KY 40503-2006

Catherine Speirs Colville WA 99114-9129

A Martin Garland TX 75044-7554

Kaylin Armock Rockford MI 49341-8413

Renae Upchurch Burlington KY 41005-8167

Kelly June Waterbury CT 06704-1507

Eric Trevelline Missoula MT 59804-9794

Kara Mullin Sacramento CA 95825-4815

Diane Stayton St. Louis MO 63132-4013

Marie Schlachta Fort Myers FL 33905-6608

Jill Blaisdell Snohomish WA 98290-4505



Kris Kluth Onalasks WI 54650-3280

Kenneth Barshney Chicago IL 60647-7094

Alexs West Redmond OR 97756

Jay Groppe Lancaster TX 75146-5774

Jimi Hopkins Benson AZ 85602-6548

Andy Florio Hollywood FL 33024-8057

Natalia Calderon Houston TX 77099-2020

David Young Menifee CA 92584-7241

Allard Kuijken Long Beach CA 90803-1537

Elizabethe Packer Ogden UT 84404-7338

Beverly Kuck Bakersfield CA 93306-7489

Lex Eddy Costa Mess CA 92626-7471

Linda Moore Ceredo WV 25507-0608

Sherilyn Cleaver Oklahoma City OK 73170-3642

Kimberly Gentner Philadelphia PA 19145-4313

Lyn Kutzelman Atkinson NH 03811-1208

Tracy Grant North Charleston SC 29406-4739

Melissa Kline Rockford MI 49341-9644

Gina Petty Lexington KY 40509-1120

Cat Addison Bend OR 97701-4092

Carol Latchana Windermere FL 34786-6414

Margaret DeMott Sacramento CA 95822-8309

Juliana Berkey Menlo Park CA 94025-5958

Sharlene Gale Darien IL 60561-4228

Denise Porter Niles MI 49120-1528

Don Corley Fresno CA 93704-4254

Howard Dillon Bolinas CA 94924

Rose Aguirre Tucson AZ 85712-1908

Annick Baud Malden NY 12453-0049

Mark Giordani CANOGA PARK CA 91303-3065

Elizabeth Brandt Chevy Chase MD 20815-3829

Devon Frala San Antonio TX 78232-3459

Susan McSwain Shipman VA 22971-2412

Tori Stordahl San Bernardino CA 92404-2955

Bernard Lieber Jericho NY 11753-1535

Kimberly Lopez Irving TX 75062-5258

Hanna Smith Otwell IN 47564-8874

Linda Novkov Cape Coral FL 33909-5334

Susan paterson perth None 6065

Phyllis Grove Bend OR 97703-6990

Allan Mccluer Madison MS 39110-7686

Amelia Hoy Brooklyn NY 11218-1112

Andy Hansen Pittsburg CA 94565-4280

Cheryl Reames Winchester VA 22601-3166

Lauryn Brown Barre MA 01005-9331

Amy Brockelman Hartland WI 53029-8445

Larry Dowdy Vienna VA 22180-6341

Ruth Stuckel Prairie Village KS 66208-2111

Pollyana Harmon Anaheim CA 92804-3102

Cecelia Apodaca Fort Worth TX 76110-6344

Daniel Lanza MERRICK NY 11566-0514

Louise Cobham Corfe None Ta37aq

Suzanne Garrett Grand Rapids MI 49505-5914

Pamela Nagel Des Moines IA 50310-4057



Astrid Lyons Avondale Estates GA 30002-1524

Karina Porras Linden NJ 07036-5913

Wayne Davison Ashland OR 97520-9787

Aidan Grogan Fox Point WI 53217-2939

Abi Hsu San Antonio TX 78258-7299

Karen David Evans GA 30809-4477

Keontae Johnson Stuart VA 24171-4813

Kaye Bohnsack Appleton WI 54915-2451

Dennis Jones Clinton Township MI 48035-3321

Salvatore Maddi Los Vegas NV 89135-1735

Sharon Lennert Buffalo NY 14225-4837

Cindy Niles Pelham NY 10803-1825

Kelly Robinson Manhattan NY 10019-5349

Robert Gibson Kansas City MO 64158-1255

Michael Antonio Canganelli Indianapolis IN 46240-2494

Michael Trimble Rhinebeck NY 12572-0374

Steve Shallow Livingston TX 77399-2036

Melissa Bryson Aurora CO 80016-7160

David Meier Schofield WI 54476-1078

Ronald Olszewski Erie PA 16508-2515

Kathleen Kelley Brooksville FL 34601-5501

Kathleen Lunn Oceano CA 93445

Mary Keil BLOOMSBURG PA 17815-6810

Jane Stegner Winston Salem NC 27103-4315

Jeanine Weir Rochester VT 05767-0045

Marsha Mcculley Lanaster PA 17603

Corey Lord Bellevue WA 98006-5524

Peggy Moots Dousman WI 53118-9485

Melissa Mcdaniel MORENO VALLEY CA 92551-2919

Will Bales Greenwood Village CO 80121-3932

Renee Samuels Bklyn NY 11229-5652

Pam Brownfield Port Wentworth GA 31407-1401

Andee Miskiewicz Phoenixville PA 19460

Pegg Sargent Lima OH 45804-1598

Ryan Moore Denver CO 80216-3657

Moira Green Lynden WA 98264-9136

Janelle Moore Everett WA 98204-2231

Nancy Parisi Shelburne VT 05482-7445

Alisha Hansen Goffstown NH 03045-1810

Roy Adler Annapolis MD 21403-7602

Marcy Johnson Ellenton FL 34222-2839

Shellie D Ottawa Lake MI 49267-9755

barb martz Du Bois PA 15801-2352

Tracy Mullen Philadelphia PA 19147-4330

Nina Wong San Gabriel CA 91776-4106

Savannah Relod Pittsfield MA 01201-6491

Judy Carnick Manitou Springs CO 80829-2638

Maribel Solares Ontario CA 91762-4219

Judith Fry Trout Run PA 17771-8309

Kathie Caffarella Philadelphia PA 19145-4422

Mark Walton Wichita KS 67213-5033

Carol Allen Hartsdale NY 10530-1623

Caitlin F Upland CA 91784-1762

Ronnee Pedersen Alpharetta GA 30005-8715



Oksanna Karabin Lake Worth FL 33467-1833

Sian Hauver Golden CO 80401-1795

Steve Carey Seal Rock OR 97376-9413

Benita Wojciechowski Waterford MI 48328-3568

Nakia Serrano Allentown PA 18103-3101

Taylor Samsel Austin TX 78728-5483

John Walker Buffalo NY 14201-1774

Jayden Rocha Mckinleyville CA 95519

Katia Scaffidi Saint Francis WI 53235-3748

Armena Taylor Las Cruces NM 88011

Anne Pfister Trinity TX 75862-3721

Charles Cohen Huntsville AL 35806-3603

Denise Lloyd Carmel IN 46032-7384

Megan Mauriello Lebanon NJ 08833-4340

Michael Menzoff Myrtle Beach SC 29588-6444

Amber Nickles Hindman KY 41822

Tara Kastelic` Highland Heights OH 44143-3813

Francis Glatfelter Lake Barrington IL 60010-1621

Stella Kim Pleasanton CA 94566-8653

Ellen Isaly Dallas TX 75228-5153

Rose Greco Wheaton IL 60189-7020

Denny Wesche Colorado Springs CO 80915-2242

Lenette Weishaar Vallejo CA 94591-6670

George Agiovlasitis NY NY 11357-1003

Debra McCullough Naperville IL 60563-1801

Jessica Morel Winston-salem NC 27104-3586

Elaine Clark Omaha NE 68137-5346

Jeanne Ganrude Hollywood FL 33020-5327

Sally W. Fallon NV 89406-9235

Ava Lee Highlands Ranch CO 80130-8027

Claudia Garoutte Dewey AZ 86327-5232

Richard Maynard Manchester NH 03103-5793

T A Santa monica CA 90405-6139

Christine Wheeler Columbia SC 29209-0512

Donna Darling Omaha NE 68124-1017

Martha Stopa Darien IL 60561-3519

Patrizia Luciani LA CA 90210

Dawn English Denton NC 27239-6569

Peggy Cruder Aurora CO 80017-3384

Stephanie Berry Woodbury CT 06798-3312

Diane Jenkins Clinton Township MI 48035-5434

Catherine Barisic Eastampton NJ 08060-5310

Kathryn Dujardin Newport News VA 23601-4013

Suzanne Wallin Bronx NY 10471-1046

Jordyn Durkin Everett MA 02149-5973

Gina Turner Memphis TN 38122-5204

cecilia clinton ALBUQUERQUE NM 87123-3956

Janice Blake Elmont NY 11003-3318

Teddy Panourgias West Keansburg NJ 07734-3137

Astrata Barber Chesapeake VA 23322-8812

Phyllis Duminie Vandalia MI 49095-8792

Deborah Gostomske Livonia MI 48154-1872

Kathleen Butler Olympia WA 98501-2553

Sam Roast Truckee CA 96161



Henry Jones Warwick RI 02886-0740

Ann Schwartz Langhorne PA 19053-1935

Sherry Wilson Los Lunas NM 87031-7531

Rosemary Rank Dowagiac MI 49047-8719

Einar Johnson Minneapolis MN 55404-1781

Sue Graham Albuquerque NM 87120-1352

Lisa Dowers Thief river falls MN 56701-1830

Michelle Gobely Saint Paul MN 55117-5965

Lex Bower Bothell WA 98012-6023

Kathleen Chambless Round Rock TX 78664-4617

Maia Cherin Davis CA 95616-4239

Amanda Harting Reisterstown MD 21136-3836

jake dillon tewksbury MA 01876-3004

L Saunders Hastings None 4120

Jo Russell Encinitas CA 92024-3359

delaney kennedy frisco CO 80443

Lyric Talley Frisco CO 80443

Karen Ness Newport News VA 23602-4158

Jammie Fortenberry Morristown TN 37814-4431

Kassidy Johnson Dublin CA 94568-7257

Kathryn Avramenko Edmonton T5K 2W7

Calista Whitney Spokane WA 99208-6789

Darlene Schmidt Maple Ridge BC V2X 4J4

Tim McCarron Flushing MI 48433-9040

Alma Estrada louisville KY 40258-1166

M N Fort mill SC 29708-7211

Dahlia Garcia Corpus Christi TX 78415-3525

Cornelia Hofmann Long Beach CA 90808-2705

Malgorzata Gawron Lakewood CO 80228-5013

Asha Osborn ada MN 56510-1000

Tom Lynch Parshall ND 58770-7210

SANTOSH K CHAUDHARY STATE BANK NEAR None 847229

Martina Cintulová Levice CA 93401

Sharon Steingard SCOTTSDALE AZ 85254-4409

Mandy Migura Eagle River AK 99577-9100

Silas Jensen Olympia WA 98502-1514

Trenton Polley Sullivan IL 61951-6342

Norma LaFata Islip NY 11751-3216

tre'soir newson mattoon IL 61938-6725

Dylan Guy Effingham IL 62401

Lindsey Tommasini New York NY 10004-2517

Travis Wallen Mattoon IL 61938-6741

Brendan Smith Fort Collins CO 80521-4424

Hilary Young Los Osos CA 93402-1608

Karen Wile Vicksburg MI 49097-8351

Judith E. Zeh Seattle WA 98144-6100

Kandaice Dyer Humboldt IL 61931-7896

Ashley Stewart Charleston IL 61920-2797

Samantha Kreling novato CA 94947-2032

Katherine Lind Plymouth MN 55441-4825

COURTNEY TRACHSEL INDIANAPOLIS IN 46239-1446

Ashley Leighton Arvada CO 80004-2436

Marissa Meyzen Burlington NC 27215-4453

Michael Smith Newark DE 19702-3831



Lukas Visser Randolph NJ 07869-4309

Tonya Dembicki St. Catharines L2S 3S4

Rachel Shaver Seattle WA 98119-3248

Andres Cruz London None N22 8PL

Barbara Stolzenburg Edmonds WA 98026-4527

Dan Nocchi Mount prospect IL 60056-4527

Juliana Ledesma Clawson MI 48017-1808

Justin Livick Los Angeles CA 90039-1639

Julia Cannon Lynchburg VA 24503-1420

Robert Funkhouser Santa Fe NM 87508-1424

Tyler Becker Mahwah NJ 07430-2925

Emma Sjörén Wolfenstein Uppsala TX 75433

Andrew Bearer Calabasas CA 91302-2948

Danette Whipple LAKE LURE NC 28746-9738

Loni Faes - van der Kruijs Heeze 5591C

Vianhey Zamudio Dallas TX 75212-1415

SL R WEST PALM BEACH FL 33402-3184

Scott Greenier Prospect Heights IL 60070-3405

Ulrich Wandersleb-Münst Pfaffenhofen an der Ilm None de_85276

Carrie Bartel Rockford IL 61109-2213

SIDDHARTH MISHRA DUBLIN CA 94568-4226

Brianna Slater Royal oak MI 48067

Fritz von Fleckenstein washington DC 20017-2927

Jennifer Bellini Manhattan NY 10014

Lucie Gérard Seraing None 4100

Diane Shapiro CLIFTON VA 20124-2411

Lemaire Sylvie Haute savoie None 74500

Andrea Hurtado-Mejia Arlington VA 22207-1823

Adrian Valdiviezo Lima None L35

Haley Zarkos Newport News VA 23608-1957

Christine Jeffson Monument CO 80132-2242

Kat Page Taylors SC 29687-4170

Deborah Jenkins POLK CITY FL 33868-7016

Raymond Palmer Rio Rancho NM 87144-5218

Mark Krumm Brecksville OH 44141-2465

Justin Guider Wilmington DE 19808-2318

Donna Rose Chestnut Ridge NY 10952-4920



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Christopherson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martin Christopherson and I live in Roseville, California. 
 
Deforestation is one of the leading causes of the climate crises. Unsustainable deforestation is already 
occurring in the Boreal forest and too many other forests. We need these forests to help process the excess 
CO2 weve put in our atmosphere. The Tongass is the last pristine forest in the US where a rich array of wildlife 
call home to their finite habitat. We need a more balanced approach to this type of land use and need to keep 
the Roadless Rule in effect and hold off the special financial interests of the timber industry. Thank you. P.S. At 
the same time, we need courage and bold leadership in fostering the development of more renewable energy 
sources and also we would greatly benefit by researching and implementing alternatives to wood as a 
construction ingredient. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Martin Christopherson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Christopherson Schorn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carin 
Last name: Christy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carin Christy and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carin Christy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Christy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Christy and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
How is it possible that you do not see this is an animal habitat in a place where water is clean? How can you 
continually after so many years of knowing how harmful this is keep on doing it? It's downright evil just like all 
the people who continue to approve of this activity? The demise of this beautiful land Is All Because Of You 
and there's no other way around it so you need to make amends and stop doing it.Now! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Christy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jenna 
Last name: Chrol 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jenna Chrol and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jenna Chrol 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Chryssovergis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Chryssovergis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Chryst 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Chryst and I live in Powell, Ohio. 
 
The BLM is supposed to manage and protect the lands under its care. Current plans for the 15% of Bears Ears 
that currently remain under your care are a betrayal of the trust that the American people have had in you and 
the job that you are sworn to do. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Joan Chryst 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: chrystal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia chrystal and I live in Bend, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia chrystal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Chu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Chu and I live in San Bruno, California. 
 
Many of my treasured memories are of being in the mountains, unplugged &amp;amp; away from roads, where 
I still feel my soul being nurtured while I find peace within myself. I have shared these outdoor experiences with 
my children. Please help all of us protect the wild forests that still exist so that we can share this priceless 
treasure with future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alicia Chu 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: Chu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is J Chu and I live in Vancouver, Washington. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, J Chu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Chu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan Chu and I live in Fremont, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jonathan Chu 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wesley 
Last name: Chuang 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wesley Chuang and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
We dont want to be like Amazon burning Bosonaro. If we want to be a leader in mitigating climate change we 
cant be seen as hypocrites. Leave the trees alone. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Wesley Chuang 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sergey 
Last name: Chub 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Chuback 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3516 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sarah Chuback 
 
Albany, NY 12203 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mishka 
Last name: Chudilowsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mishka Chudilowsky 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mishka 
Last name: Chudilowsky 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mishka Chudilowsky 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nonyelu 
Last name: Chukwuogo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nonyelu Chukwuogo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derec 
Last name: Chumley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zachary 
Last name: Chumley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bamrung 
Last name: Chumpia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bamrung Chumpia and I live in [@advCity], Tennessee. 
 
My pen name is Moby Tennessee Blue. I would like to support Earth Justice in form of my law suit. I am looking 
for any contingent lawyer who will represent me. Then you guys may take your reasonable contingent fees and 
including all expenses for lawsuit up to 25% of net winning if any. You guys don't have to do anything or may 
be just a little because I have been doing legal research for 20 years. I also have my invention of spacecraft 
propulsion system for this purpose. This absolutely not a hoax. I am electro-mechanical engineer as well as 
former medical program at Michigan State U. from 1991-1996 but not graduate due to family problem and racial 
discrimination. Furthermore, I suffered judicial corruption both in state and federal courts for nearly 50-60 
lawsuits since 1996. So, the lawsuit would be affirmative default judgment against State and Federal 
governments according to TRCP or/and FRCP Rules 55. I am confident that I have enough evidence to satisfy 
any impartial court. Please contact me for monstrous public corruption of judicial corruption to be investigated 
by the FBI under Civil Rights Act in 2004. That is also why you guys may not have to work hard in my lawsuits. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bamrung Chumpia 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Chun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is one of the most irresponsible regulations proposed ever. Its another example of how the current 
administration thumbs its nose at science and the future of our country and quite frankly mankind. I do not 
support this proposal at all. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Chung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Chung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Chung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Chung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Chung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Chung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Chung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elaine Chung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Chung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Chung and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
We need to protect our natural resources now. Valuing this planet over profit is the right thing to do! Listen to 
your conscience!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Chung 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Chunn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Chunn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Chuparkoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name isKathy Chuparkoff and I live in Highland Heights, Ohio. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Chuparkoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Chupka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The extraction industry is trying to open the Tongass National Forest to activities that will result in clear-cutting 
trees that are thousands of years old. 
 
 
 
Rolling back protections of this national forest will hit the U.S. economy hard because the majority of revenue in 
the area comes from industries like fisheries, recreational hunting, wildlife/scenic tours, and ecotoursim - all 
industries that depend on pristine environments. Plus, the extraction industries that operate in this area do so at 
a deficit, meaning U.S. taxpayers have to pay subsides to keep these industries a float. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is one of the last, truly intact wild areas in the world. It sustains life for humans and wildlife. It 
produces oxygen, cleans air, mitigates climate change effects, and produces resources we all enjoy (salmon, 
timber, game). 
 
 
 
Please support Alternative 1. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carolyn Church 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassandra 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cassandra Church and I live in Berlin, Vermont. 
 
No cutting ever in the Tongass!! Stop with the short term thinking, for corporate greed and profit. The earth 
needs trees to protect our environment. There is no planet B!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cassandra Church 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan Church and I live in Woodbridge, Virginia. 
 
We cannot roll back the Roadless Rule in Alaska. This would destroy habitat for wildlife and the Natives would 
suffer. We cannot let corporate greed destroy our rainforest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jan Church 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jane Church and I live in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jane Church 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janelle 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janelle Church and I live in Yelm, Washington. 
 
 
I want to keep breathing clean air! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janelle Church 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5332 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Personal plea 
 
Please leave the old growth forest of Alaska be. The impact will be felt in the spawning streams of salmon and 
trout. The almighty dollar cannot win out every time. 
 
Thank you. 
 
John 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Church 
 
Wautoma, WI 54982 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kaela 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kaela Church and I live in Kalamazoo, Michigan. 
 
 
Leave our forests alone! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kaela Church 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kara 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No roads! 
 
Please, please, please--do not open the Alaskan rain forest to roads and logging. We need to keep some of the 
areas of our beautiful country off-limits to logging and destroying the environment and animals around these 
pristine areas. 
 
Kara Church 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Spencer 
Last name: Church 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
I support Alternative 1 - TAKE NO ACTION 
 
Leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless rule. Cutting down the trees in the Tongass forest will have a 
major effect on major salmon runs and the ability for the indigenous Alaskan natives to survive. 
 
Spencer Church 
 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Herbert 
Last name: Church-Smith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Herbert Church-Smith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Churchill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Churchill and I live in Sequim, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Im a father of two strong and healthy boys ages 2 and 4. In this time of mass extinction and climate change, I 
wonder what the future holds for them and those who come after. The Tongass National Forest represents a 
shrinking number of intact ancient ecosystems which are best positioned to weather the coming storm and 
mitigate damage and hardship which will be felt around the world. It is our responsibility, if we are to be 
ancestors worthy of respect, to protect these places like the Tongass. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Churchill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Churchill and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest should be protected for wildlife conservation, carbon sequestration, and public 
enjoyment. Keep wilderness wild! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports the recreational opportunities it provides. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that 
high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: james 
Last name: chute 
Organization: priave citizen 
Title:  
Comments: 
I am strongly opposed to any change in regulations pertaining to special areas, roadless areas, and national 
forests that might result in more logging in those areas. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Chutich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Chutich and I live in Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Chutich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Chuzie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Chwe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Chwe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Chwojdak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Chwojdak and I live in Cheektowaga, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe Chwojdak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Chyba 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Chyba and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
Leave our beautiful trees alone! There has to be other areas?? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Chyba 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Chyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Chyle and I live in Park River, North Dakota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jim Chyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Ciancibelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Ciancibelli and I live in Twisp, Washington. 
 
We have the obligation to reduce methane pollution, and the technology to do it. The oil companies are 
required to do so, and it should remain that way. We all deserve a healthy planet. It is our responsibility to our 
children and grandchildren. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Allison Ciancibelli 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francesca 
Last name: ciancutti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Francesca Ciancutti and I live in Mendocino, California 95460 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Francesca ciancutti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cianfichi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Cianfichi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Ciani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Ciani 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Ciaramella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Ciaramella and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Ciaramella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:30:41 PM 
First name: joseph 
Last name: ciaramitaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
joseph ciaramitaro 
Tucson, AZ 85704 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Giuseppe 
Last name: Ciaravino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Giuseppe Ciaravino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Ciardelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3712 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas Ciardelli 
Hanover, NH 03775 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Ciardelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3712 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Thomas Ciardelli 
 
Hanover, NH 03775 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Ciarrocchi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anna Ciarrocchi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Ciarrocchi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anna Ciarrocchi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roxanne 
Last name: Ciatti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roxanne Ciatti and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roxanne Ciatti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jesse 
Last name: Ciazza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jesse Ciazza and I live in Torrington, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jesse Ciazza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tamara 
Last name: Cibellis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tamara Cibellis and I live in Escondido, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tamara Cibellis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Cicatello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6131 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Cicchi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carla Cicchi and I live in Placerville, CA 95667. 
Attn: Forest Service 
I am vehemently opposed to any efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in 
Alaska or elsewhere.  
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest.  
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at severe risk, threaten 
access to clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time 
when the state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures.  
It is imperative that you not abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead put the public interest above 
corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged.    
I appreciate the opportunity to express my views on this very important matter.  
Regards, Carla Cicchi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Durrell 
Last name: Ciccia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Durrell Ciccia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: chris 
Last name: ciccimarro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Cicero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cichowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Cichowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cichowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Cichowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clover 
Last name: Cicoletti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6487 
 
11/4/2019 
 
Dear the United States Forest Service, 
 
Please do not destroy the Tongass National Forest. We need it to protect our imperiled species that rely upon 
Roadless forests for survival and the native communities that have sacred places. Destroying the Tongass 
National Forest will only dig us deeper into the climate crisis. Act now. Consider all the lives that will be lost if 
you go through with this. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Clover Cicoletti 
 
Oakhurst, CA 93644 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cielukowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cielukowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cielukowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cielukowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Ciempola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Ciempola and I live in Anderson, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Ciempola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Cieplinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debbie Cieplinski and I live in Reading, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please dont remove the Roadless Rule! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debbie Cieplinski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:32:06 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Cieplinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Debbie Cieplinski 
Reading, PA 19606 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: christina 
Last name: ciesla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is christina ciesla and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, christina ciesla 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Urszula 
Last name: Cieslak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Urszula Cieslak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christin 
Last name: Cifaldi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christin Cifaldi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margret 
Last name: Cifaldi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margret Cifaldi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margret 
Last name: Cifaldi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margret Cifaldi and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margret Cifaldi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dori 
Last name: Cifelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dori Cifelli and I live in New Prt Rchy, Florida. 
 
 
Just look what has happened to the Amazon..We have to protect America's Climate Forest! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dori Cifelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Cigrand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marie Cigrand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Cilfone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Strongly object to any change at all. Leave the forests as is. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Cilibrasi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edward Cilibrasi and I live in Winthrop, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edward Cilibrasi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruno 
Last name: Cilione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruno Cilione and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
 
If our govt. won't regulate these chemicals, we must use the voices available to force it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruno Cilione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maryrose 
Last name: Cimino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maryrose Cimino and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
not everything on this world needs to be cut down, dug up or depleted. be wise about using this worlds natural 
resources 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maryrose Cimino 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Cimmino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Cimmino and I live in Ketchikan, Alaska. 
 
 
 
I am vehemently opposed to a full exemption of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. An 
exemption expose the Tongass to clearcut logging of our old growth forest. The old growth forest is detrimental 
to maintain the delicate balance of our ecosystem by absorbing 8 percent of our nation's carbon dioxide 
annually. Clearcut logging of the old growth would not only emit everything it's been absorbing, but would also 
deplete the current carbon sink it is acting as. This rainforest is crucial during our current climate crisis. 
 
The Tongass plays a huge role in the lifecycle of our salmon, disrupting that balance would negatively impact 
our fisheries. A negative impact on our salmon is a negative impact as a whole. Living in Ketchikan, the salmon 
Capitol of the world, our economy heavily relies on salmon fisheries, not just in regard to commercial seafood, 
but tourism as well. Tourism and fishing are the backbone of our economy. Opening up the Tongass and 
exposing it to tourists who aren't used to areas like this would be dangerous not just for our environment, but 
for them as well. This isn't the direction we need to take our tourism industry. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Cimo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tina Cimo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Cimock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Cimock and I live in Fennville, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Cimock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Cimock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Cimock and I live in Fennville, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Cimock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: Cimorelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanne Cimorelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: Cimorelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joanne Cimorelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: & Cindiman Pinneke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest roadless rule 
 
Dear National Forestry Service Rep, 
 
I am shocked that the Tongass would be opened to logging and road development. This pristine old-growth 
forest is essential to preserve an intact ecosystem for wildlife and to provide carbon-trapping. Climate change is 
going to kill us all if we don't take steps to address it. Have you read the recent Army report stating such? 
 
I ask that the Forestry Service take the "No Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to keep 
Roadless Rule protections intact for the ?Tongass National Forest. 
 
Thank you for doing the right thing. 
 
Amy McClintock 
 
Durango, CO 81301 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Cini and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Cini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sabine 
Last name: Cinner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sabine Cinner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brook 
Last name: Cinocco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Thank you for respecting the overall public comment in decision making. 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17,2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Unites States Forest Service, 
 
 
 
 
 
I highly object to any changes to the Roadless Rule in the Tonagass National forest. I have looked over the 
proposal of changes and out of the five options that  give up protected land for roads there is not one that 
provides significant economic benefit.  Certainly not economic benefit that would be worth the economic risk of 
building and extending road networks in the forest. I urge the decision of no change. 
 
We are currently facing a climate crisis. It is imperative that we find economic growth in different ways then 
natural resource extraction. We have legislation in place right now for protection of our national forests. We do 
not need to be changing working backwards on safeguards that have been put in place to protect the land.   
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Brook Cinocco 
 
 [Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17,2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Dear Unites States Forest Service, 
 
 
 
 
 
I highly object to any changes to the Roadless Rule in the Tonagass National forest. I have looked over the 
proposal of changes and out of the five options that  give up protected land for roads there is not one that 
provides significant economic benefit.  Certainly not economic benefit that would be worth the economic risk of 
building and extending road networks in the forest. I urge the decision of no change. 
 
We are currently facing a climate crisis. It is imperative that we find economic growth in different ways then 
natural resource extraction. We have legislation in place right now for protection of our national forests. We do 
not need to be changing working backwards on safeguards that have been put in place to protect the land.   
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Brook Cinocco 
 
 [Position] 
 



 
 

December 17,2019  
 

 
 
 
Dear Unites States Forest Service,  

 
 

I highly object to any changes to the Roadless Rule in the Tonagass National forest. I 
have looked over the proposal of changes and out of the five options that  give up 
protected land for roads there is not one that provides significant economic benefit.  
Certainly not economic benefit that would be worth the economic risk of building 
and extending road networks in the forest. I urge the decision of no change.  

We are currently facing a climate crisis. It is imperative that we find 
economic growth in different ways then natural resource extraction. We have 
legislation in place right now for protection of our national forests. We do not need 
to be changing working backwards on safeguards that have been put in place to 
protect the land.  

 
Thank you,  
 
Brook Cinocco  
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Klover 
Last name: Cinocco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC447 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Hi My name is Klover and I am 12 years old. I live in Haines and live out in a forest with my dad. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
I prefer to keep this rule because with every road it'll leave many deer, squirrel, bear, voles, wolves, salmon 
and birdlife homeles 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
The Chilkat and the areas around Lynn Canal, and Skagway - Juneau Icefiel. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
I use it for for relaxing, having fun, seeing wildlife and family time, berry picking, mushroom hunting and hiking 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Don't make a mistake please. How long do wnat our kind to live? 
 



Sincerely, 
 
Klover Cinocco 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Cioccio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Cioccio and I live in Des Moines, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Cioccio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Ciosek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action 
 
Dear Federal employees and associated pencil-pushers and corrupt politicians, 
 
I am an ex-commercial salmon fisherman in Southeast Alaska and am now a surgeon. I completely support the 
Roadless Rule and Alternative 1-no action/keep the Roadless Rule. Leave the Tongass alone. 
 
-- 
 
Mvh 
 
Timothy A. Ciosek 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Ciotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Ciotti and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Ciotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: ciotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce ciotti and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce ciotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Ciotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Ciotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Esther 
Last name: Ciprian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Esther Ciprian and I live in Los Banos, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Esther Ciprian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Cipriani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Cipriani 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass Forest is pristine wilderness and old growth rainforest. This attack gravely threatens one of the 
planet's truly exceptional landscapes and it could trigger a wave of similar Roadless Rule exemptions that 
collectively declare open season on the nation's few relatively untouched and untamed forests. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is the biggest national forest in the U.S. and arguably one of the biggest tools in our arsenal to 
confront climate change. It seems that our shortsighted politicians think that humanity can survive without 
nature. The Tongass It stores more carbon than any other national forest and is likely one of the most 
productive carbon-trapping forests on Earth. Encouraging more logging would not only blunt that secret 
weapon, but make the Tongass a part of the problem instead; when forests are logged, the carbon that had 
been stored in their trees and soil is ejected into the atmosphere again. 
 
The waterways of Tongass National Forest produce a huge number of pink, sockeye, coho and king salmon 
that help sustain local fishing communities.In fact, one-quarter of the entire West Coast's annual commercial 
salmon harvest comes from the Tongass, earning it the unofficial designation "America's Salmon Forest." 
Additionally, the cycle of salmon traveling from the sea back to freshwater streams and rivers to spawn super-
charges the forest ecosystem. 
 
The Tlingit nation has continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska for thousands of years, efficiently subsisting on 
the natural bounty offered by the Tongass and other wildlands. Hundreds of years ago, they were joined by the 
Haida and Tsimshian nations, which similarly live off the land. A renewed effort to log and develop in the 
Tongass, where tens of thousands of Indigenous Alaskans still live, threatens a place that some in these 
communities consider their ancestral homeland.Tongass National Forest helps ensure clean drinking 
water.Forests constitute a water treatment network that catches rainfall, regulates storm runoff and pulls 
pollution from the soil rather than allowing it to make it back to waterways. 
 
last and not least the Tongass National Forest supports the economy and that's exactly the sustainable 
economy that we are looking to bolster to survive climate change. 
 
Protecting our pristine forest is protecting ourself and future generations. DO the right thing. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gina 
Last name: Cipriano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gina Cipriano and I live in Louisville, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gina Cipriano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cipriano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Cipriano and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
This is sacred space, protect it.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Cipriano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Myrna 
Last name: Cirera 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC591 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness. The West Chichagof-
Yakobi Wilderness was the first citizen-initiated Wilderness area in Alaska; in 1967, Sitkans who recognized the 
value of this area came together to protect it. This Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an 
incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into 
fjords and inlets. Brown bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses 
throughout the forest. These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
yellow cedar trees that tower over the land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on 
abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
However, the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible 
beauty and biodiversity. The flora and fauna we find in this wilderness area also thrive in inventoried roadless 
areas throughout the Tongass. Intact roadless areas provide our communities with important hunting, fishing, 
foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on the entirety of the Tongass for our subsistence and our 
livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism industries. I am grateful for the Wilderness designation 
that the West Chichagof-Yacobi area received, and would like to see such protections extended to areas such 
as Ushk Bay and Poison Cove. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like West Chichagof, the roadless areas we depend on are threatened by 
politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and economic 
consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless areas, and the intact habitat they support are an investment in the 
long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the National Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. T77 
areas are particularly important to me; these watersheds are critical to maintaining the salmon runs we depend 
on for jobs and food. Please do not remove protections for these areas, or anywhere else on the Tongass. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 
Pls protect the west chichagof-Yakobi wilderness. The wilderness is so beautiful. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Ciri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Ciri and I live in Milwaukie, Oregon. 
 
 
People should be more important than the bottom line and Industry should be held accountable. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Ciri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Ciske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Ciske and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
Protecting roadless areas matters to me and most Americans. Please protect these irreplaceable areas. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Ciske 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:56:18 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Cisna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Todd Cisna 
Effingham, IL 62401 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Cisna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Todd Cisna and I live in Effingham, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Todd Cisna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cisney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Cisney and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
Old growth forests are vastly important to the health of the planet and are irreplaceable. We lose a lot more 
than a forest with their demise. Cutting these forests down for some short-lived finacial gain would be a 
profoundly foolish, irreversible act. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Judy Cisney 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Ciszek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charlotte Ciszek and I live in Haines, Alaska. 
 
I live in SE Alaska and can't think of anywhere in the world that I would rather live. I work in an industry that 
relies on tourism and many of my fellow community members do too. The Tongass National Forest is critical to 
the tourism industry in this area and the forest is critical to fighting climate change. We must be proactive in 
reversing climate change, not just trying to slow it down. Our lives here in Alaska are challenging enough 
without some overseas corporation coming here and clearcutting our old-growth trees. Stop putting corporate 
profits over the interests of the people who live here. It's your job to protect our national forests, our air and our 
water for us and future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Charlotte Ciszek 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 10:23:06 AM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Ciszek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charlotte Ciszek and I live in Haines, Alaska. My husband and I have been in SE AK for almost 15 
years.  The Tongass National Forest is critical to the  tourism industry in which I and many other community 
members work.  Many of my friends and neighbors work or live subsistence lives that depend upon a healthy 
Tongass Forest.  I walk to work every day and the pristine beauty, clean air and mountains enrich my soul and 
keep me healthy. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild 
foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, economic 
livelihood, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild 
for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  healthy fish habitat. A full exemption 
does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of 
roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding 
will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because 'It discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative'. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Ciszewski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Cita 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5624 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Keep the Tongass WILD! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Concerned 
Last name: Citizen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I implore you to protect ALL of the great Alaskan wilderness completely!! Do NOT allow any tree harvesting at 
all ever!! Sacred lands and pristime wilderness that play an enormouse role in nature and in mitigating climate 
change every animal every tree needs full protection now and for forever. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Concerned 
Last name: Citizen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the roadless rule in the Tongass to preseve the local economy and the US taxpayer. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christiane 
Last name: Citron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christiane Citron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christiane 
Last name: Citron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christiane Citron and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christiane Citron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Citron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Citron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Citron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Citron and I live in West Orange, New Jersey. 
 
 
Clean air protections are essential to maintain the health of Americans. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Citron 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: MJ 
Last name: Cittadino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly urge you to select "no action" alternative. 
 
We oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting is mercenary and irresponsible. The Tongass belongs to all 
Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which provides a small fraction of the jobs and 
income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
MJ Cittadino 
 
Redondo Beach, CA 90277 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: alice 
Last name: ciuffo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is alice ciuffo and I live in Manchester Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
help save our planet! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, alice ciuffo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Claas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve Claas and I live in Cupertino, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve Claas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Clabby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC324 
 
(1) Alt. 6 is a *terrible* [text underlined for emphasis] choice! 
 
Ignores all the input that was sought - so just increases polarization! 
 
(2) Areas I care about will be negatively affected - 
 
And I'll have little change for input. - 
 
(3) Of course Alt 6 will negatively affect fisheries, water quality, biological diversity, aquatic + terrestrial 
habitats!!! (We're not stupid!) 
 
(4) Native folks are bein ignored. (Or patted on the back + then ignored.) 
 
Not ok! 
 
(5) Stick with Alt 1 until someone is willing to listen to science + reality. - 
 
(6) This feels like a sham process. 
 
Margaret Clabby 
 
Ketchikan AK 99901 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Clabby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
For almost 40 years, I have lived within a few miles of currently "designated roadless areas" here in the 
Tongass National Forest. We have hiked and camped in these areas, usually getting to them by skiff, kayak, or 
canoe. 
 
 
 
I have had many opportunities to walk in old-growth forests before they are logged and then after. I've counted 
the rings on newly hewn stumps, losing count after 300 or so years of growth. My home is built with some 
incredible spruce and cedar from this forest. All of us in my community are economically and socially 
dependent on the Tongass for our wellbeing, with its clean air and water, abundant fish and wildlife, and 
unsurpassed natural beauty. 
 
 
 
Around here, we have not only the national forest, but also large tracts of land that used to be part of the 
Tongass National Forest, but are now owned and managed by Native corporations, by the State of Alaska, the 
Mental Health Trust, the University Lands trust, the borough, private entities, etc.. All of these get roaded and 
logged, and could easily sustain local wood products jobs (if these owners didn't just do round log export). 
 
 
 
Alaska's Tongass should NOT be exempted from the Roadless Rule. Alternative 1 is the best choice. 
Alternative 6 is a heartbreaker. 
 
 
 
Times have changed. . . In the 50's, there was abundant easily accessible old-growth and less awareness of 
the value of intact forest for preserving clean water and air, protecting salmon streams and wildlife, and helping 
maintain a livable climate for future generations. 
 
 
 
So much of the viable forest in southern southeast Alaska has already been roaded. And with that roading 
(oftentimes paid for by the Forest Service--ie. U.S. taxpayers) ALWAYS comes degraded soils and wetlands, 
landslides, destruction of fish habitat and clean water sources, introduction of non-native species (plants and 
animals), and speedy removal of irreplaceable old-growth (including trees 300, 400, and more years old). Then 
I watch huge barges weighed down with round-log old growth and then see ships head to China, etc., with big 
value to corporations (often foreign) and little value to locals or all the U.S. citizen owners of this forest. 
 
 
 
We don't need more roads into roadless areas to support forest product based jobs here!!! We need 
appropriate use of the trees we do cut!! 
 
 
 
Getting rid of roadless protections is just one more way for corporations to get 
 
rich off our publicly owned resources (e.g. by getting into new areas to high-grade timber extraction--at our 
expense). 
 
 
 



During a Forest Service presentation, I noticed that the Environmental Analysis on the effects of Alternative 6 
are purported to be "minimal adverse effects on habitat and biological diversity" and "no effect on fisheries". 
This is a terrible misrepresentation. The current roadless areas truly do play a unique role in maintaining 
avenues for wildlife to move and thrive, in protecting areas from invasive species, and in maintaining high 
quality watersheds (which affects everything from anadromous salmon to the estuaries, coves, and ocean 
waters that our streams flow into). 
 
 
 
Future generations depend on us to retain these roadless areas. Your rulemaking should not exempt the 
Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Clack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not open our National Forests and Public Parks to logging, mining, or any other form of development! We 
should be protecting these environments, not destroying them! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kathlien 
Last name: claeson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ] claeson and I live in Palermo, Maine. 
These wild forests are irreplaceable and should be kept as a necessary wild area 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kathlien claeson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: robert 
Last name: claesson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert claesson and I live in La Mesa, California. 
 
Protecting these last large forests in the U.S. and around the world is the most important thing to save our 
ecosystems that provide oxygen and absorb co2 and provide habitat for endangered species. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, robert claesson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 7:50:05 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Claeys 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support 'No Action' alternative: Conserve the Roadless Rule in Alaska 
 
Dear Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
My name is Joshua Claeys. I sometimes write jokes for money. So does the USDA/NFS. Their latest work: " 
Alternative Six" 
 I live in Juneau, AK and I strongly oppose the proposed rulemaking to exempt the Tongass NF from the 
Roadless Rule. 
First, this proposed action is not even remotely supported by those stakeholders impacted. Second, the 
exemption is mostly about Tongass-Timber; the "Jack's-Magic-Beans industry" of South East Alaska (under the 
facade of "rural economic development opportunities"). Futhermore, the science behind the environmental 
impact study is, at best: flawed, at worst: skewed, at wortster: a complete farce, because it was completely 
ignored. 
I have to admit, " 'we' select Alternative 6", sounds better than: "we do what we want". Genius.  
   
The National Forrest Services' request for comment regarding this rule references: "...stakeholders' good faith 
disagreements over preferred outcomes..." and "...because of such sharply divided policy priorities (for 
example, differing value judgments and normative preferences concerning rural prosperity, competing 
economic interests, environmental tradeoffs." etc. 
Who are these dissenters the NFS refers to? I suppose, technically, if 3 people out of 100 people disagree with 
the other 97 people, that does constitute "disagreements". The fact is, according NFS personnel during public 
comment meetings, the overwhelming public response; "about 97%", has been in opposition to Roadless 
exemption. Not quite the ratio I would use to justify dissension in the ranks. The Roadless Rule was decided by 
the people, and "the people" have not changed their mind. 
     During public comment meetings, NFS personnel repeatedly referred to "The Tongass Forest Plan" as the 
catch all to "prove" Roadless exemptions are not about changing the timber industry. That Forest Plan is based 
on Land Use Designations (LUD) from the (guess). Roadless Rule! I wonder how long that forest plan will be in 
place once LUDs change.  
The NFS prepared for public meetings by memorizing one number: 45 million. That is the annual harvestable-
board-feet under the current forest plan. One citizen posed the question: "How many board feet are typically 
harvested?" To which the Regional Forester replied: "I don't know". You Sir, are either a liar (sorry), or kind of 
not great at your job? (not sorry). I'll help. Last year it was 18 million board feet. Not 45 million. It's almost like it 
was hard to get to all those trees without roads!  
NFS' own study forecasts 100+ million board feet in 15 years, so. 
I get it, I'm a big Kevin Costner fan too, and "If you clearcut it, they (jobs) will come!" If ever there was a rob-
Peter-pay-Paul scenario; Federal government releases timber for bid, private companies can't afford logistics, 
federal government pays them to fulfill contract.Logging the Tongass has never been "profitable" for the NFS in 
modern times.   
Arguments use economic (job) development as a red herring to shift focus away from the fact that this industry 
cannot function here under normal capitalist-constraints. Yes jobs will be created, but other industries will foot 
the bill, and it will be clearcutting simply for the sake of clearcutting.  
The last point, because this is already the longest thing I've written since college, is this: Why wave an impact 
study in our face if it's going to be ignored. Why present an impact study if it is flawed. For example, the study 
notes that there will be negative impact to terrestrial aquatic habitat, but then it also says there will be no impact 
of commercial fishing; "Well we ain't logging the ocean!" (not an actual quote). It's curious that the NFS doesn't 
know about anadromous fish. You can't negatively impact spawning grounds, and then not impact future 
generations of fish. 
I understand bureaucracy and theres good chance this decision isn't even popular among NFS personnel. I 
don't mean to shoot the messenger because this came down from their bosses boss, but if it is allowed to 
continue unchecked, it will be a travesty. 
 
 
 



Sincerely, 
 
Joshua Claeys 
PO Box 240724 
Juneau, AK 99824 
joshuaclaeys1@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Claeys 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6196 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Claeys 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joshua Claeys. I sometimes write jokes for money. So does the USDA/NFS. Their latest work: " 
Alternative Six" I live in Juneau, AK and I strongly oppose the proposed rulemaking to exempt the Tongass NF 
from the Roadless Rule. First, this proposed action is not even remotely supported by those stakeholders 
impacted. Second, the exemption is mostly about Tongass-Timber; the "Jack's-Magic-Beans industry" of South 
East Alaska (under the facade of "rural economic development opportunities"). Futhermore, the science behind 
the environmental impact study is, at best: flawed, at worst: skewed, at wortster: a complete farce, because it 
was completely ignored.I have to admit, " 'we' select Alternative 6", sounds better than: "we do what we want". 
Genius. 
 
The National Forrest Services' request for comment regarding this rule references: "...stakeholders' good faith 
disagreements over preferred outcomes..." and "...because of such sharply divided policy priorities (for 
example, differing value judgments and normative preferences concerning rural prosperity, competing 
economic interests, environmental tradeoffs..." etc.Who are these dissenters the NFS refers to? I suppose, 
technically, if 3 people out of 100 people disagree with the other 97 people, that does constitute 
"disagreements". The fact is, according NFS personnel during public comment meetings, the overwhelming 
public response; "about 97%", has been in opposition to Roadless exemption. Not quite the ratio I would use to 
justify dissension in the ranks. The Roadless Rule was decided by the people, and "the people" have not 
changed their mind. During public comment meetings, NFS personnel repeatedly referred to "The Tongass 
Forest Plan" as the catch all to "prove" Roadless exemptions are not about changing the timber industry. That 
Forest Plan is based on Land Use Designations (LUD) from the (guess)... Roadless Rule! I wonder how long 
that forest plan will be in place once LUDs change. The NFS prepared for public meetings by memorizing one 
number: 45 million. That is the annual harvestable-board-feet under the current forest plan. One citizen posed 
the question: "How many board feet are typically harvested?" To which the Regional Forester replied: "I don't 
know". You Sir, are either a liar (sorry), or kind of not great at your job? (not sorry). I'll help. Last year it was 18 
million board feet. Not 45 million. It's almost like it was hard to get to all those trees without roads! NFS' own 
study forecasts 100+ million board feet in 15 years, so... I get it, I'm a big Kevin Costner fan too, and "If you 
clearcut it, they (jobs) will come!" If ever there was a rob-Peter-pay-Paul scenario; Federal government 
releases timber for bid, private companies can't afford logistics, federal government pays them to fulfill 
contract...Logging the Tongass has never been "profitable" for the NFS in modern times. Arguments use 
economic (job) development as a red herring to shift focus away from the fact that this industry cannot function 
here under normal capitalist-constraints. Yes jobs will be created, but other industries will foot the bill, and it will 
be clearcutting simply for the sake of clearcutting. The last point, because this is already the longest thing I've 
written since college, is this: Why wave an impact study in our face if it's going to be ignored. Why present an 
impact study if it is flawed. For example, the study notes that there will be negative impact to terrestrial aquatic 
habitat, but then it also says there will be no impact of commercial fishing; "Well we ain't logging the ocean!" 
(not an actual quote). It's curious that the NFS doesn't know about anadromous fish. You can't negatively 
impact spawning grounds, and then not impact future generations of fish. I understand bureaucracy and theres 
good chance this decision isn't even popular among NFS personnel. I don't mean to shoot the messenger 
because this came down from their bosses boss, but if it is allowed to continue unchecked, it will be a travesty. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabrielle 
Last name: Clair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabrielle 
Last name: Clair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabrielle 
Last name: Clair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1368 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabrielle 
Last name: Clair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabrielle 
Last name: Clair 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Clair-Howard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maria Clair-Howard and I live in Peekskill, New York. 
 
 
We NEED our wild places!  Without them our planet will die.  PLEASE protect our world 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maria Clair-Howard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bernard 
Last name: Clairmont 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I used to live Yakutat and visited the Tongass National Forest when I was growing up. Please protect this land 
and resources so that future generations can enjoy it rather destroying it and further scarring our home. I fully 
agree with Alternative 1 taking no action and leaving all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. This is a critical rule and should be left in place. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: Clairmonte 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amanda Clairmonte and I live in Catharpin, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amanda Clairmonte 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Claman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Claman and I live in [@advCity], New Jersey. 
 
If we keep cutting down trees to enrich the industries and the wealthy, we destroy the future of our kin to live a 
natural and meanigful life in this world. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patricia Claman 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Clancy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4061 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Research has shown that the Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest 
and in supporting its fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections 
for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, 
jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's 
culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Clancy 
 
Saint Paris, OH 43072 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Clancy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The forest should remain untouched 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wb 
Last name: Clapham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wb Clapham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Clapp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Clapp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Clapp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Clapp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Clapp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan Clapp and I live in Harwich, Massachusetts. 
 
The EPA is supposed to protect the health of Americans, not bend over backwards to accommodate political 
donors. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jonathan Clapp 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Clapp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leslie Clapp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/25/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Clapp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Clapper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Clapper and I live in Mediapolis, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Craig Clapper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Clapper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Clapper and I live in Duluth, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Clapper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:44:57 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Clapper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Clapper 
Duluth, MN 55804 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Clappison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am an avid hunter and angler of our public lands and waters, both in my home state of Michigan and many 
western states, including Alaska, Colorado, Montana, Washington and Wyoming. Indeed, I have personally 
hunted and fished the Tongass. My adult children, on the other hand, are neither hunters nor anglers, but they 
too are avid outdoor enthusiasts and users of our public lands and waters, gifts that I hope will still be available 
to be explored by their children and their grandchildren's grandchildren. My greatest fear, however, is that this 
may not be the case, a fear that seems justified by the issue at hand. 
 
It's been said over and over, but bears repeating yet again: once it's gone, you can't get it back. Despite the 
naivete, ignorance, or deceit that continues to permeate the messaging of an alarming group of people, both in 
terms of sheer numbers and their relative positions of power, the earth's natural resources are indeed finite and 
being forever altered by the hand of man. Science confirms that no-longer-rationally-refutable fact. At this point, 
conserving what's left seems a far easier task that trying to undo the damage after its done. We need wild 
places, perhaps now more than ever before, not just for ourselves, but for the generations to follow. 
Economically and societally, no harm will come from leaving the Tongass in tact and unaltered. But can the 
same be said about the converse? 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Claps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Claps and I live in Farmingdale, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Claps 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clare 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Clare and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Juneau in September 1977, taking an 
environmental engineer job with the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. My responsibilities 
included permitting tasks related to waste discharges from large to individual entities, agency participation and 
input on federally permitted Alaska projects and impacts, significant development of regulations pertaining to 
water quality and waste disposal. I eventually received assignment to the Sitka District Office of ADEC and 
witnessed the former Southeast Alaska logging and its support systems of 1970s through 1990s. It was more 
horrendous than people today can imagine. Despite clean-up efforts conducted by the Forest Service, 
especially around remote logging camps and service areas, following the end of pulp mills and large industrial 
logging, contaminants remain in many places, within a variety of site-specific containment methods, now 
getting quite old, nearing their functional life. 
 
 
 
Since 1979 I've owned a remote property and built a cabin. I skiff to my cabin 140 miles from Sitka, through six 
inside passage straits, past vast forests of both untouched and still very obviously, and very clearly cut-to-the-
ground varieties. I fish, hike daily, explore, and love Southeast Alaska. Our children similarly use and depend 
on our forest even more than I do. I would like any grand-children of mine, or anyone else's, to be able to 
benefit from advantages from the Tongass National Forest. These advantages include removal of 8% or more 
of the atmospheric carbon dioxide produced by the United States, storing an enormous amount of carbon, a 
diversity of marine and terrestrial life like very few places on our planet, livelihoods benefiting not only residents 
but millions of visitors too, and excellent air and water quality. 
 
 
 
I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national 
and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations. 
 
 
 
I am also very concerned about the methods, procedures and course of action chosen by the Forest Service on 
this change proposed by the DEIS. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 



Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We've been through 
this before; a large majority of residents, tribal organizations, people from other places, the courts and others 
previously supported road less rule provisions for the Tongass; too many other users would be economically 
impacted or eliminated; and Earth needs the Tongass Forest for its future survival.. The State of Alaska says 
that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would 
not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
It appears that the Forest Service preferred alternative has a single justification which is to satisfy a State of 
Alaska political initiative and request. I find nothing else in the proposal that supports the Forest Service choice. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
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Date submitted: 12/14/2019 
 
 
 
RE: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Department of Agriculture proposal to 
exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national Roadless Rule Conservation Protections 
 
 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule Team: 
 
 
 
This letter clarifies and further addresses my previous comments submitted on November 4, 2019 regarding 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the US Forest Service developed pertaining to proposed changes to 
existing Tongass National Forest Roadless Area Conservation protections. 
 
 
 
My name is James Clare and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Juneau in September 1977, taking an 
environmental engineer job with the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. My responsibilities 
included: permitting tasks related to waste discharges from largest industrial to the smallest individual entities; 
agency participation and input on federally permitted Alaska projects and environmental impacts from such 
projects; significant development of regulations pertaining to water quality and waste disposal; visiting 
communities and remote locations, including logging operations, to obtain public and industry input on 
proposed regulations, view environmental impacts reported by the public, with many needing attention, and 
often developing methods to correct impacts to community or the remote environment; and coordinating my 
responsibilities with other environmental impact and protection programs, such as solid waste, contaminated 
sites, hazardous spills and clean-up, and air pollution maintenance and control. 
 
 
 
I eventually received assignment to the Sitka District Office of ADEC and intimately witnessed the former 
Southeast Alaska large scale logging and its support systems of 1970s through 1990s. That logging, support 
footprints, and road building was more horrendous than people today can imagine. Despite clean-up efforts 
conducted by the Forest Service, especially around remote logging camps, logging roads, and service areas, 
and after the end of pulp mills and large industrial logging, contaminants remain in many places, some within a 
variety of site-specific containment methods now getting quite old and nearing their functional life. 
 
 
 
Since 1979 I've owned a remote property and built a cabin. I skiff to my cabin 140 miles from Sitka, through six 
inside passage straits, past vast forests of both untouched and still very obviously, and very clearly, cut-to-the-



ground varieties. Much debris still remains in former logging impacted areas. Often I must take great care 
selecting vessel anchoring or I must choose alternative and sometimes less reliable anchoring due to 
submerged debris in protected coves and bays. Many decades later, previously logged areas and roads still 
pose very difficult or impossible foot passage for hunting, fishing, camping, or hiking. 
 
 
 
I fish, sometimes hunt, hike daily, harvest plants and berries, explore, and love Southeast Alaska. Our children 
similarly use and depend on our forest even more than I do. I would like any grand-children of mine, or anyone 
else's, to be able to benefit from advantages from the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
These advantages include: 
 
 
 
removal and storage of at least 8%, and most likely more, of the atmospheric carbon dioxide emitted by the 
United States [1.], an enormous amount of carbon, relative to the entire national forest system; 
 
 
 
a diversity of marine and terrestrial life like very few places on our planet; 
 
 
 
people's livelihoods benefiting not only residents but millions of visitors too; and 
 
 
 
excellent air and water quality. 
 
 
 
These are my primary values for the Tongass National Forest, but I also share the many others expressed in 
other comments on the proposed rule change and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) [2.]. 
 
 
 
More specifically, US Forest Service publications recognize that Tongass National Forest soils sequester more 
carbon than the vegetation [3., 4., 5.]. The DEIS does not address this issue, or any benefits of Tongass carbon 
sequestration, or climate change mitigation, or impacts occurring on the Tongass due to changing climate. 
Stream temperatures are increasing, drought occurred for over a year during 2018 and 2019 in Southeast 
Alaska and the Tongass [6.]. Changing climate is recognized as the greatest threat to human habitation and 
welfare on our planet [7., 8., 9., 10.]. Kicking this can down the road by further ignoring it and promoting 
practices that demonstrably cause damage to the environment represent very unwise judgment and crimes 
against humanity. 
 
 
 
Listen to the young people speaking out loudly about their future on the earth we leave them. 
 
 
 
My purpose for preparing these comments on the Department of Agriculture proposed changes and the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS (AKRR DEIS) relates my concern with how the proposed rule change alternates 2 through 
5 and especially the proposed full exemption alternate 6 will impact my life; my family, friends and neighbor's 
lives; and our collective environment. Only alternate 1, No Action, offers the best protection and conservation 
opportunities that I and the majority of my fellow citizens value, as intended by the national roadless rule. Under 



alternates 2 through 6, significant impacts would occur to my and my family's fishing and hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, our peace and solitude we find in nature, our recreation, our cultural values 
and practices, and our reasons for living here. We recognize the Tongass as a national and global treasure. 
The Tongass forest has a substantial ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, as many 
forest service and independent studies and documents indicate. We need to begin better conservation of 
natural resources for future generations, rather than use as much as possible as soon as possible for quick 
economic gain by the select few. 
 
I and my family, our friends and neighbors, and most Southeast Alaska residents depend on roadless areas in 
the Tongass National Forest for our livelihood; healthy fish and deer habitat for our subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods; practicing culture; recreating and enjoying nature; viewing wildlife; keeping 
public lands wild for future generations; fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars; and, of extreme 
importance, we value Tongass carbon sequestration and climate change mitigation. 
 
 
 
I am also very concerned about the methods, procedures and course of action chosen by the Department of 
Agriculture to enact changes as proposed by the DEIS. The proposal came from people who do not live in 
Southeast Alaska, with the primary proponents living in areas far removed from Alaska, under very different 
social, political, and economic value systems. The decision to exempt the Tongass from the national Roadless 
Rule is a political policy directive. I fear the proposed changes could occur by not considering Southeast Alaska 
resident values at all, without regard to the overwhelming majority opinion and wishes. Therefore, the entire 
rule change methods and procedures represent an undemocratic initiative that is unfair and most likely illegal. 
 
 
 
The primary requester of record is Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue. Mr. Perdue is a Georgia farmer and 
veterinarian with experience in crop and livestock agriculture and veterinary care. His expertise does not 
include forest management. He also has considerable experience as a politician. Secretary Perdue also has 
the responsibility for making the final decision on any proposed Tongass Roadless Rule change. How legally 
and ethically can a person request a significant change and make the final decision on the same change? 
Without appropriate knowledge and experience, and because of the political nature of the request and 
expected final decision, Secretary Perdue must recuse himself from participation in any final decision. 
 
 
 
However, of the alternatives described and provided in the AKRR DEIS, I emphatically support and endorse 
only alternative 1, no action. It best represents the will of the people nationally and locally, based on comments 
posted by the Forest Service on the AKRR project website [2.]. 
 
 
 
The roadless rule on the Tongass National Forest is working fine as it is, and, for the most part for more than 
eighteen years has been successfully balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat, our forest 
resources, and diverse business and industries with important development projects. It also represents the 
safest protections against climate changes, not only in Southeast Alaska but also globally. 
 
 
 
A full exemption especially and any partial exemptions represented by alternates 2 though 5 fail to offer 
adequate protection of my values as a resident of Southeast Alaska for more than 42 years. Alternatives 2 
through 6 also fail to protect Tongass Forest values important to current industries, businesses, and users. 
Only alternative 1 offers the best opportunities to effectively balance economic development and conservation 
characteristics in roadless areas. Alternative 1 also offers the best local decision-making opportunity for 
Tongass Forest management uses. Alternatives 2 through 6, but particularly the DEIS preferred alternate 6, 
would change the existing Roadless Rule to allow increased logging and road building, negatively impacting 
the Tongass environment, both physically and socially. Such changes would severely impact all I and many 
others value about the Tongass Forest, our uses, and our dependence on the forest to provide for us. 
 



 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island 
and Chichagof Island, the mainland Chilkat Range north of Icy Strait and along the West shore of Lynn Canal 
and further West to Glacier Bay National Park, all of Admiralty Island including Mansfield Peninsula, the entire 
mainland West of the Canadian border with Southeast Alaska including areas around Juneau and the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River and the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance, 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island near 
Ketchikan, Yakutat forelands, and all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I humbly request the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is also extremely important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support, and vehemently abhor, the Forest Services preferred alternative 6 for a full exemption. Nor do 
I endorse or otherwise support any of the alternatives 2 through 5 for partial exemption. A full exemption and 
any of the alternate 2 through 5 partial exemptions fail to recognize the needs and interests of Southeast 
Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because: 
 
 
 
1) We've been through this before; 
 
 
 
2) A large majority of residents, tribal organizations, people from other places, the courts and others previously 
supported the 2001 roadless rule provisions for the Tongass; 
 
 
 
3) Too many other users would be economically impacted or eliminated; and 
 
 
 
4) Earth needs the Tongass Forest for its future survival. 
 
 
 
Forest management uses the term "Timber Harvest". Forests are not farms, plantations, or an agriculture 
commodity to be harvested. The Tongass Forest is our home and gives us shelter, food, recreation, and quality 
life. Forests are interconnected systems of a variety of multi-aged trees, underbrush, ground cover, streams, 
lakes, mammals, insects, birds, estuaries, and swamps. The United States Forest Service belongs in a different 
department as are the US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service, or the Environmental Protection 
Agency. Forests are the dominant terrestrial ecosystems on this planet, just as oceans are the significant 
aquatic ecosystems. 
 
 
 
State of Alaska politicians, the Alaska Division of Forestry, and the private Alaska Forest Association, claim that 
a full exemption would provide for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption and 
any alternative 2 through 5 partial exemptions would not help create more long-term sustainable rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry, sport and commercial fishing industries, small-scale innovative timber operations, and the still growing 
marine science community. Alternatives 2 through 6 would further harm rural economic opportunities because 
pursuing the same outdated economic model of old growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and 
possibilities in other sectors, such as mariculture, sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the 
Forest Service and the proponents behind the request to change the Tongass Roadless Rule conservation 
provisions want to support rural economic development, they should devote resources supporting our fishing 



and visitor industries, transition to second growth logging, invest in creating and maintaining recreation 
infrastructure, improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community projects, rather 
than resurrecting old divisive conflicts. 
 
 
 
It appears that the Forest Service preferred alternative has a single justification which is to satisfy a State of 
Alaska political initiative and request. I find nothing else in the proposal that supports the Forest Service 
preference. What technical and professional reasons did the Forest Service and Department of Agriculture use 
to develop the preferred alternative in the DEIS? I urge the Forest Service to give the highest priority to the 
voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation and corporate interests. Choosing a full 
exemption, or any of the partial exemption alternatives 2 through 5, will not create a long-lasting, durable 
solution for roadless areas on the Tongass. It will only increase legal challenges, uncertainty for our 
businesses, and conflict on the Tongass. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for providing me the opportunity comment freely. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
James Clare, P.E. (retired) 
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Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



USDA Forest Service
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule
P.O. Box 21628
Juneau, Alaska 99802

Date submitted: 12/14/2019

RE:  Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Department 
of Agriculture proposal to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national 
Roadless Rule Conservation Protections

Alaska Roadless Rule Team:

This letter clarifies and further addresses my previous comments submitted on 
November 4, 2019 regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement the US 
Forest Service developed pertaining to proposed changes to existing Tongass 
National Forest Roadless Area Conservation protections.

My name is James Clare and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Juneau in September 
1977, taking an environmental engineer job with the Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation.  My responsibilities included: permitting tasks related 
to waste discharges from largest industrial to the smallest individual entities; 
agency participation and input on federally permitted Alaska projects and 
environmental impacts from such projects; significant development of regulations 
pertaining to water quality and waste disposal; visiting communities and remote 
locations, including logging operations, to obtain public and industry input on 
proposed regulations, view environmental impacts reported by the public, with 
many needing attention, and often developing methods to correct impacts to 
community or the remote environment; and coordinating my responsibilities with 
other environmental impact and protection programs, such as solid waste, 
contaminated sites, hazardous spills and clean-up, and air pollution maintenance 
and control.

I eventually received assignment to the Sitka District Office of ADEC and intimately 
witnessed the former Southeast Alaska large scale logging and its support systems 
of 1970s through 1990s. That logging, support footprints, and road building was 
more horrendous than people today can imagine. Despite clean-up efforts 
conducted by the Forest Service, especially around remote logging camps, logging 
roads, and service areas, and after the end of pulp mills and large industrial 
logging, contaminants remain in many places, some within a variety of site-specific
containment methods now getting quite old and nearing their functional life.

Since 1979 I've owned a remote property and built a cabin. I skiff to my cabin 140 
miles from Sitka, through six inside passage straits, past vast forests of both 
untouched and still very obviously, and very clearly, cut-to-the-ground varieties. 
Much debris still remains in former logging impacted areas.  Often I must take 
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great care selecting vessel anchoring or I must choose alternative and sometimes 
less reliable anchoring due to submerged debris in protected coves and bays.  
Many decades later, previously logged areas and roads still pose very difficult or 
impossible foot passage for hunting, fishing, camping, or hiking.

I fish, sometimes hunt, hike daily, harvest plants and berries, explore, and love 
Southeast Alaska. Our children similarly use and depend on our forest even more 
than I do. I would like any grand-children of mine, or anyone else's, to be able to 
benefit from advantages from the Tongass National Forest. 

These advantages include: 

• removal and storage of at least 8%, and most likely more, of the atmospheric
carbon dioxide emitted by the United States [1.], an enormous amount of 
carbon, relative to the entire national forest system; 

• a diversity of marine and terrestrial life like very few places on our planet; 

• people's livelihoods benefiting not only residents but millions of visitors too; 
and 

• excellent air and water quality.  

These are my primary values for the Tongass National Forest, but I also share the 
many others expressed in other comments on the proposed rule change and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) [2.].

More specifically, US Forest Service publications recognize that Tongass 
National Forest soils sequester more carbon than the vegetation [3., 4., 5.]. 
The DEIS does not address this issue, or any benefits of Tongass carbon 
sequestration, or climate change mitigation, or impacts occurring on the 
Tongass due to changing climate.  Stream temperatures are increasing, 
drought occurred for over a year during 2018 and 2019 in Southeast Alaska and 
the Tongass [6.].  Changing climate is recognized as the greatest threat to human 
habitation and welfare on our planet [7., 8., 9., 10.].  Kicking this can down the road 
by further ignoring it and promoting practices that demonstrably cause damage to 
the environment represent very unwise judgment and crimes against humanity.

Listen to the young people speaking out loudly about their future on the earth we 
leave them.

My purpose for preparing these comments on the Department of Agriculture 
proposed changes and the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS (AKRR DEIS) relates my 
concern with how the proposed rule change alternates 2 through 5 and especially 
the proposed full exemption alternate 6 will impact my life; my family, friends and 
neighbor's lives; and our collective environment.  Only alternate 1, No Action, 
offers the best protection and conservation opportunities that I and the 
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majority of my fellow citizens value, as intended by the national roadless rule. 
Under alternates 2 through 6, significant impacts would occur to my and my 
family's fishing and hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, our 
peace and solitude we find in nature, our recreation, our cultural values and 
practices, and our reasons for living here.  We recognize the Tongass as a national 
and global treasure.  The Tongass forest has a substantial ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, as many forest service and 
independent studies and documents indicate.  We need to begin better 
conservation of natural resources for future generations, rather than use as much 
as possible as soon as possible for quick economic gain by the select few.  
I and my family, our friends and neighbors, and most Southeast Alaska residents 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for our livelihood; healthy 
fish and deer habitat for our subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild 
foods; practicing culture; recreating and enjoying nature; viewing wildlife; keeping 
public lands wild for future generations; fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars; and, of extreme importance, we value Tongass carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation.

I am also very concerned about the methods, procedures and course of 
action chosen by the Department of Agriculture to enact changes as 
proposed by the DEIS.  The proposal came from people who do not live in 
Southeast Alaska, with the primary proponents living in areas far removed from 
Alaska, under very different social, political, and economic value systems.  The 
decision to exempt the Tongass from the national Roadless Rule is a political policy 
directive.  I fear the proposed changes could occur by not considering Southeast 
Alaska resident values at all, without regard to the overwhelming majority opinion 
and wishes.  Therefore, the entire rule change methods and procedures represent 
an undemocratic initiative that is unfair and most likely illegal.

The primary requester of record is Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue.  Mr. Perdue 
is a Georgia farmer and veterinarian with experience in crop and livestock 
agriculture and veterinary care.  His expertise does not include forest 
management.  He also has considerable experience as a politician. Secretary 
Perdue also has the responsibility for making the final decision on any proposed 
Tongass Roadless Rule change.  How legally and ethically can a person request a 
significant change and make the final decision on the same change?  Without 
appropriate knowledge and experience, and because of the political nature of the 
request and expected final decision, Secretary Perdue must recuse himself from 
participation in any final decision.

However, of the alternatives described and provided in the AKRR DEIS, I 
emphatically support and endorse only alternative 1, no action.  It best 
represents the will of the people nationally and locally, based on 
comments posted by the Forest Service on the AKRR project website [2.].

The roadless rule on the Tongass National Forest is working fine as it is, 
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and, for the most part for more than eighteen years has been successfully 
balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat, our forest resources, and
diverse business and industries with important development projects.  It also 
represents the safest protections against climate changes, not only in Southeast 
Alaska but also globally.  

A full exemption especially and any partial exemptions represented by 
alternates 2 though 5 fail to offer adequate protection of my values as a 
resident of Southeast Alaska for more than 42 years.  Alternatives 2 through
6 also fail to protect Tongass Forest values important to current industries, 
businesses, and users.  Only alternative 1 offers the best opportunities to 
effectively balance economic development and conservation characteristics in 
roadless areas. Alternative 1 also offers the best local decision-making opportunity 
for Tongass Forest management uses. Alternatives 2 through 6, but particularly the 
DEIS preferred alternate 6, would change the existing Roadless Rule to allow 
increased logging and road building, negatively impacting the Tongass 
environment, both physically and socially.  Such changes would severely impact all 
I and many others value about the Tongass Forest, our uses, and our dependence 
on the forest to provide for us.

The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those 
on or around Baranof Island and Chichagof Island, the mainland Chilkat Range 
north of Icy Strait and along the West shore of Lynn Canal and further West to 
Glacier Bay National Park, all of Admiralty Island including Mansfield Peninsula, the 
entire mainland West of the Canadian border with Southeast Alaska including areas
around Juneau and the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River and the 
southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance, Kupreanof Island, Kuiu 
Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island near
Ketchikan, Yakutat forelands, and all of the inventoried roadless areas on the 
Tongass. I humbly request the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is 
also extremely important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections.

I do not support, and vehemently abhor, the Forest Services preferred 
alternative 6 for a full exemption.  Nor do I endorse or otherwise support any 
of the alternatives 2 through 5 for partial exemption. A full exemption and any of 
the alternate 2 through 5 partial exemptions fail to recognize the needs and 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, 
because: 

1)  We've been through this before;

2)  A large majority of residents, tribal organizations, people from other places, the 
courts and others previously supported the 2001 roadless rule provisions for the 
Tongass;
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3)  Too many other users would be economically impacted or eliminated; and

4)  Earth needs the Tongass Forest for its future survival.

Forest management uses the term “Timber Harvest”.  Forests are not farms, 
plantations, or an agriculture commodity to be harvested.  The Tongass 
Forest is our home and gives us shelter, food, recreation, and quality life.  Forests 
are interconnected systems of a variety of multi-aged trees, underbrush, ground 
cover, streams, lakes, mammals, insects, birds, estuaries, and swamps.  The United
States Forest Service belongs in a different department as are the US Fish and 
Wildlife Service, National Park Service, or the Environmental Protection Agency.  
Forests are the dominant terrestrial ecosystems on this planet, just as oceans are 
the significant aquatic ecosystems.

State of Alaska politicians, the Alaska Division of Forestry, and the private Alaska 
Forest Association, claim that a full exemption would provide for rural economic 
development opportunities.  However, a full exemption and any alternative 2 
through 5 partial exemptions would not help create more long-term 
sustainable rural economic development opportunities, it would instead 
harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry, 
sport and commercial fishing industries, small-scale innovative timber 
operations, and the still growing marine science community.  Alternatives 2
through 6 would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the 
same outdated economic model of old growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles 
innovation and possibilities in other sectors, such as mariculture, sustainable young
growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service and the proponents 
behind the request to change the Tongass Roadless Rule conservation provisions 
want to support rural economic development, they should devote resources 
supporting our fishing and visitor industries, transition to second growth logging, 
invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure, improve and 
streamline existing permitting processes for important community projects, rather 
than resurrecting old divisive conflicts.

It appears that the Forest Service preferred alternative has a single 
justification which is to satisfy a State of Alaska political initiative and 
request. I find nothing else in the proposal that supports the Forest 
Service preference.  What technical and professional reasons did the Forest 
Service and Department of Agriculture use to develop the preferred alternative in 
the DEIS?  I urge the Forest Service to give the highest priority to the voices of 
Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation and corporate 
interests. Choosing a full exemption, or any of the partial exemption alternatives 2 
through 5, will not create a long-lasting, durable solution for roadless areas on the 
Tongass. It will only increase legal challenges, uncertainty for our businesses, and 
conflict on the Tongass.
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Thank you for providing me the opportunity comment freely.

Sincerely,

James Clare, P.E. (retired)
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kelley 
Last name: clare 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kelley clare and I live in Tahoe City, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kelley clare 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lione 
Last name: Clare 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Comments 
 
To Whom it may Concern, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is globally significant. It is the world's last intact temperate rainforest and our 
nation's largest national forest and provides more long-term value than what can be extracted from 
unsustainable old-growth logging practices subsidized by taxpayers. The Tongass supports numerous values 
and economic drivers, including, but not limited to: culture, recreation, tourism, subsistence, carbon storage, 
healthy ecosystems, and ways to support living a life in this wildly perfect place. Some of these values are of 
personal and local significance, but others, like tourism and carbon storage, have tremendous global 
significance far outweighing any short-term values from clearcut logging old growth made available by 
exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
My experience growing up in Sitka and the wild places surrounding it defines my lifestyle and values. I remain 
drawn to the forest, mountains, and ocean for my recreation, my income, learning, and some of my food. I have 
worked on conservation and wilderness advocacy projects on the Tongass, and hope to do more of that type of 
work during my career, because I believe in sustaining the long-term health of this forest for future generations 
to use, learn from, and enjoy. 
 
I have spent the previous two summers working with a small marine wildlife and photography expedition 
company, sharing the special wild animals and scenery the Tongass offers with visitors from all around the 
world. Like many other Alaskans, my work, and livelihood, could be negatively impacted if the Tongass is 
exempted from the Roadless Rule, as would the experience of visitors to our state. 
 
 
 
The "Alaska Visitor Volume Report" for 2018 shows that it was the fourth consecutive year of increased visitor 
volume, the majority of visitors coming from all over the globe cruising their way through Southeast Alaska's 
desirable Inside Passage, famous for its pristine opportunities for experiencing natural, undisturbed beauty. 
Southeast Conference "By the Numbers 2019" projects that in 2020, "1.44 million visitors are expected to 
spend nearly $800 million during their Southeast Alaska holidays." It seems logical the economic focus reflect 
this naturally growing sector, along with other large sectors like wild fisheries; however, our leaders are instead 
more concerned with harvesting old growth in an industry that only accounts for less than 1% of the economy. 
This makes no sense, especially when the Forest Service's own Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
states that a full exemption from the Roadless Rule would have "minimal beneficial impact" on the timber 
industry. 
 
Additionally, the Tongass is a critical carbon sink, absorbing more carbon than any other national forest, and 
helping mitigate the effects of climate change, which we are unarguably experiencing at an alarming rate in 
Alaska. Climate change is and will adversely affect our fish and wildlife populations, and us, so we need our old 
growth stands to stay standing and storing carbon. 
 
As a young Alaskan, I want to see the Tongass managed sustainably for our resources and our most significant 
economies supported. That cannot be done by exempting the Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. Outdated 
ways of thinking must change in order to protect the Tongass for future generations of Alaskans and for the 
health and sustainability of our planet. Please urge decision makers to listen to the people and choose the "No 
Action" alternative and keep the Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lione Clare 
 
Sitka, AK 



 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mamie 
Last name: Clare 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mamie Clare and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I was born and raised in Sitka and spent much of my childhood hiking and exploring the outdoors in the 
Tongass. I would love to see this continue to be available for future generations! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that 
high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Clarenbach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Petition 
 
Alternative 1 is the only sensible action. It takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest This is a vitally important part of the world and would 
cause much damage if roads were allowed. Please continue to protect this vital habitat and resource for future 
generations. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jon Clarenbach 
 
Missoula, MT 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fran 
Last name: Clarida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fran Clarida and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fran Clarida 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirlyn 
Last name: Claridge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shirlyn Claridge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: a 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is a clark and I live in Cuba, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, a clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging this wilderness is utterly irresponsible, to put it mildly. This entire area is a bulwark against further 
global degradation. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amelia 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amelia Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amelia 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Amelia Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anderson 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anderson Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andy Clark and I live in Green Bay, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Please dont clearcut 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andy Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3093 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Alaska. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our 
tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.  
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3093 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Alaska. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and camping, to our 
tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the roadless areas of 
the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ben Clark and I live in Sitka, AK. I have lived in Southeast Alaska for the past 12 years. I have 
spent countless hours enjoying and recreating in the Tongass National Forest. Growing up in Ohio, I would 
never have guessed there were places like Southeast Alaska still protected. The wildness, the wildlife, and the 
ability of locals to be able to live and work off the land was what made me want to call this place home. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future 
generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild 
foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands, 
Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Prince of Wales Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Kuiu Island, 
Kupreanof Island, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from 
Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau). I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Southeast Alaska is 
a unique and special place, which stems from its vast intact roadless areas that provide large habitats for 
wildlife and lifetimes of recreation and subsistence lifestyles. And living in Southeast Alaska, we have a 
responsibility to provide this unique lifestyle to others now and for generations to come. We need to protect this 
treasured land, while also continuing to focus on more sustainable economies. Southeast Alaska has the ability 
to be the role model for other regions throughout the world in developing sustainable ways to work and play in 
and around nature.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 



maintaining recreation infrastructure transition to second growth logging improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
Please listen to the people in Southeast Alaska, the state of Alaska, and around the country that do not want to 
see the Tongass change. In terms of federally designated areas, roadless does not mean wilderness. 
Development is and can continue to be possible. But, let's make sure to take no action now so that the heart of 
the Tongass does not change. 
 
Thank you for your time, consideration, and your continued work on managing our national forests, which are 
the treasures to our country. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Betsey 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
logging the Tsongas forest 
 
I am an U.S. citizen living in the state of Maine. I am writing to you to state my objection to logging over that 
forest. It is not only a national treasure but a global one, just like the Brazilian rain forest. We need to promote 
tree growth not cut it in this time of climate crisis. 
 
As a nation and as private citizens one of the best things we can do to hold off climate calamity is to plant as 
many trees as possible. 
 
Betsey Clark 
 
Lebanon, Maine 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.There are so few natural and wild forests left in our 
United States, and for that matter, the world. LET'S PLEASE JUST LEAVE IT ALONE!  
Regards, Beverly Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beverly Clark and I live in Wimberley, Texas. 
 
Stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and to protect our national forests, our air, and our water 
for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Beverly Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Burton 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Greetings, 
 
 
 
I do not support vehicle access to the Tongus National refuge. Please protect it for future generations and keep 
it for tourisms, nature, clean water, and fishing. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Burt Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: c 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is c clark and I live in Salt Lake City, Utah. 
 
 
Take responsibility NOW 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, c clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carly 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chip 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CHRISTOPHER 
Last name: CLARK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CHRISTOPHER CLARK and I live in Miramar, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CHRISTOPHER CLARK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Clark and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Crandall 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Crandall Clark and I live in Somers Point, New Jersey. 
 
and who pays the large maintenance costs of these often long and winding roads- not the logging company its 
uncle sam and his unknowing taxpayers 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Crandall Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the proposed state-specific roadless rule 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Clark and I live in Del Norte, Colorado. 
 
With 7 billion people and continued growth, this ecosystem is best in its natural state, to help in atmospheric air 
quality. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Douglas Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ejay 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ejay Clark and I live in Westport, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ejay Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Clark and I live in Sitka, AK. I've lived in Sitka since 2006. The forest and ocean are 
interconnected landscapes-- subsistence food that comes from either of these places is dependent on healthy 
forest systems. I eat salmon, venison, berries, and a variety of other greens that have been harvested from our 
lands. All of these sources are put at risk when the Tongass is opened up for more roads and logging 
operations. I also work in the tourism industry as a side job in the summer time. People travel to Alaska 
because of the wilderness and intact ecosystems we currently have. If we don't protect our lands, tourism is 
going to suffer. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how 
the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, 
the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, 
the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, and the conservation of resources 
for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying 
nature, and carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It is time to make a 
change in how we take and use resources from our land. What has been done in the past is no longer a viable 
option-- we are already seeing the devastating impacts of climate change, overfishing, pollution, etc because of 
our past decisions and methodologies. It is our responsibility to start protecting our resources by using them 
sustainably. If we don't start now, it won't just be our economy that will suffer, it will be the entirety of our well-
being and health.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure transition to second 
growth logging devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Francois 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC851 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geraldine 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Geraldine Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Heidi Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Heidi Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heinke 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Heinke Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irina 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irina Clark and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irina Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: J 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, J Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
COMMENTS OF THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT FOR THE ALASKA-SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE 
 
Madam/Sir. Please find attached the comments of the Alaska Roadless Rule Coalition on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement and proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. Please acknowledge receipt of the 
Coalition's comments. Regards, James F. Clark. 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE 
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF 
ALASKA, INC., THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS 
FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, 
THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC 
LIGHT & POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, TYLER RENTAL, FIRST 
BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on 
October 30, 2019. 
 
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest Association, the Alaska 
Miners Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for 
Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the 
Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of 
Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, 
Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 



 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and associations having a membership 
composition representing tens of thousands of Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska's 
Congressional Delegation in urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by former Governor Bill 
Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking (Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional 
Delegation member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 - Total Exemption - as the preferred 
alternative because: 
 
[T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State's policy preferences as expressed in the incoming 
Petition. The State's preference to emphasize rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the 
Interagency Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive Order 13790 (issued 
April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the 
foundations of prosperity. That State's views on how to balance economic development and environmental 
protection offer valuable insight when making management decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA's policy preference for 
managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking because: "[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast 
Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass."2 This policy determination has never been changed 
by the Department. 
 
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule's inflexible prohibitions on access and 
development in the Tongass, for the more flexible Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of 
the 2016 Tongass 
 
1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA's Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM). 
 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land planning system to 
accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 
 
[T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest Service, allowing decisions 
concerning timber harvest, road construction and roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest 
to be made by local officials on a case by case basis.3 
 
USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: "Accomplishment of social, economic, and biological goals can 
best be met through the management direction established through the Tongass Forest Plan."4 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 
and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
 
The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less restrictive and addresses Alaska-
specific concerns. Specifically, it provides for infrastructure development to connect and support local 
communities, and road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals. The 
leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development. In addition, the 
Roadless Priority ARA includes specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
are included to improve overall clarity.5 
 
Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language used in Appendix G to 
implement them. As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory 



authorization language proposed by the Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC) to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and to 
 
3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes that the "proposed 
exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other access needs that support isolated rural 
communities in the unique island archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 
294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and pages 8-10, respectively, of the 
attached CAC Report). Instead of the CAC's mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in 
each of the Alternatives 2 - 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that is in the current 
2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process 
currently in place that inhibits access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 
 
It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 - 5 contains the CAC's mandatory regulatory 
language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7 
The Coalition requests an explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC's recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative - as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State's Petition for Rulemaking and other Agency Action, even Total 
Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 Roadless Rule. In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land 
and Resource Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 
 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
"[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with the range dictated by the nature and scope of the 
proposed action, and sufficient to permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 
F.3d 723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 1508, 1520 (9th 
Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's mandatory authorization language to implement its 
New Road Exceptions 8 - 16 and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP. Therefore, even with a Total Exemption, most of the 
roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP provisions. This is why the State's petition asked for rule 
making and for a plan revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption. Although the Secretary granted the 
rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. The Coalition urges the 
Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision consistent with Total Exemption. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA's preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its interim Roadless Rule in 1999. 
After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final 
decision in the 2001 Record of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional organizations and 
businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds including that application of the Roadless Rule to 
the Tongass violated the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA). 
 
Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. The Clinton 
Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there was a Need for a national level "whole 
picture" review of National Forest roadless areas because: "Local management planning efforts may not 
always recognize the significance of inventoried roadless areas." 
 
But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had undergone two 
Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 
million acres of Tongass roadless areas as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to 
promulgation of the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule's Purpose and Need statement did not explain why a 
fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the objectives of the Roadless Rule. 
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. USDA recognized: 
 
Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation's highway system. Most are surrounded 
by marine waters and undeveloped National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of way for utilities to roadless areas of 
the National Forest System.8 
 
USDA observed: 
 
Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and most Southeast communities are 
significantly impacted by the roadless rule. The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the 
prohibitions in the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in the ANILCA and 
TTRA legislation.9 
 
USDA stated: 
 
The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the 
protection of roadless values included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships 
to local communities of applying the roadless rule's prohibitions to the Tongass, outweigh any additional 
potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national 
forests outside of Alaska. 10 



 
After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found: 
 
The final rule reflects the Department's assessment of how to best implement the letter and spirit of 
congressional direction along with public values, in 
 
8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values already included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule's 
prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative during its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 16.8 
million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. Over three-quarters (78 percent) of 
these 16.8 million acres are either Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas 
where timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are designated suitable for 
commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area (300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless 
areas.12 
 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to be, roadless even without 
the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the Tongass would remain roadless even without the 
Roadless Rule than exists in nearly all other National Forests.13 
 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current rulemaking that: "The 
existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would continue to provide protections that allow roadless 
values to prevail on the Tongass National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass Exemption when environmental 
groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that "the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, 
supported by the evidence" and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the Tongass could be protected and 
social and economic impacts minimized by exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 - 4). 
 
Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the Department of Agriculture or 
overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the best option today as it was in 2003. 
 



Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska invalidated the 2003 Tongass 
Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking 
exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy from 
applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska appealed and prevailed on the 
process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth Circuit, only to lose 6 - 5 on the process point before an 
en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit in 2015. 
 
Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass in August 2011. That case 
is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome 
of this rulemaking. 
 
Alaska's 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue to engage in rulemaking 
"to permanently exempt the Tongass National Forest from application of the Roadless Rule." On January 18, 
2018 the State filed a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for "rulemaking to permanently exempt the 
Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State's Petition correctly observes: 
 
The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD and again in the 2010 USDA Brief 
remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social fabric of Southeast Alaska 
remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately 
protected without the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the State of Alaska 
respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to 
immediately undertake rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.14 
 
In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture "agreed to address the State's concerns on roadless area 
management and economic development opportunities in Southeast Alaska." (October 17, 2019 Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 84, No.201 55523). 
 
As reported in the NPRM 15 Governor Walker appointed a Citizen' Advisory Committee (CAC) "to present a 
written report on the rulemaking process to the Governor and State Forester, which included options for a 
state-specific roadless rule." "[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska's input, as 
a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of alternatives." Id. 
 
It consisted of 13 members who were "intended to represent a diversity of perspectives, including Alaska 
Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local 
government, and the Alaska Division of Forestry." Id. 
 
TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting Total Exemption as the 
Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife 
and untouched landscapes. These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values. 
 
14 State's January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in ANILCA and the TTRA 
remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains in place along with regulations governing forest 
management and timber sales required by the National Forest Management Act. In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 
 
Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns about increased 
clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect when the Tongass Exemption was 
enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land 
available for timber sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber production by 
the elimination of the Exemption. 
 
As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA's NPRM, total exemption will only restore those 
185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber 
sale program by allowing more economic timber to be offered for sale: 
 
The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless designations and prohibitions on 
the Tongass National Forest would not cause a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule 
would effectively bring only 185,000 acres ([sim]2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may be considered for timber harvest. When 
examined in 2016, the Forest Service projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of 
young-growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of suitable timber lands would 
allow local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved 
flexibility could, in turn, improve the Forest Service's ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 
needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the 
remaining 9 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber harvest activities. 
 
Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the Forest Service to produce and 
offer more economic timber sales. Removing the Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber 
sale planning process 
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to resume. However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber harvest has long ago left Alaska, 
there will likely be little more timber harvest after Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was 
removed in 2011. 
 
In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon unfounded fears of the 
environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is based upon inaccurate information and not supported 
by USDA rules governing timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 
 
BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 - 5 OF 
APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT IMPLEMENTS THE 
EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
 
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to implement them) that it 
recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless Rule alternative (2 - 5) set out in the DEIS, other 
than the "No Action" alternative: 
 
Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 
 
The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of each of the four options. 
 



While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include the Roadless Area exceptions for 
analysis in all of the options put forward by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 
 
For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road access to mining (so long 
as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in each alternative 2 - 5: 
 
Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws 
(30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most developmentally oriented of the 
alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides no change: 
 
[sect]294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, a road may be constructed or 
reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official 
determines that one or more of the following circumstances exist: 
 
(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute16 or treaty; 
 
This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. 
[sect]294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 
 
A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty; 
 
This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative. The CAC's mandatory 
exception language that the State provided to USDA along with the exceptions listed below was not included in 
any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and 
timber harvest exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is 
needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed 
without any criteria for doing so. 
 
This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" alternative. It is exactly what the CAC 
recommendations sought to change in order to provide regulatory certainty and predictability. Accordingly, the 
relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved by adopting the Total Exemption 
alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 
 
16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et 
seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 
36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17 is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE 
ACCESS IN THE TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND MINING. TOTAL 



EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 
1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the 
Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be permitted. 
Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower 
cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system to the proposed mine 
prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the need to implement this recommendation. With the 
decline of timber industry jobs, the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan Mountain sites to allow its 
residents and businesses to commute to the mines for work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and 
the impact on the Prince of Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead. 
 
17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 
Rulemaking. 
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Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an available non-road alternative; 
however, marine access is rarely an affordable or functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and 
utility systems in the region. Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at the higher costs, lower 
dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the communities through marine links. The Roadless 
Rule's effect of driving all constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and 
maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because of no road access, resulted 
in very high construction costs.. With road access for construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was 
necessary to use helicopters to construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about 
$2 million dollars/mile. The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost including permitting, design, etc. 
was about $110 million. 
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road access. The rights-of way (ROW) 
for these lines must be maintained and brushed continually. The structures must be inspected on a rotating 
annual basis. Restoring service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up generation. With roads, this work 
can be done by a crew in a truck. Without roads, this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is 
incredibly expensive, but may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission interconnections to the North 
American grid system. Rural communities are forced to operate as microgrid utility systems. The isolated 
nature of these systems creates significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and 
inefficiencies. For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation. 
 
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal overabundances of energy, and 
"spill" water while other communities burn diesel fuel as a primary source of generation. This arrangement is 
also incredibly inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of using a system 
of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy project to meet the needs of multiple 
communities throughout the region, multiple planners in southeast Alaska's fragment utility landscape must 
locate multiple smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans needed to 
make them feasible. Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in aggregate, support 
development of commercial-scale renewables offering better economies of scale, and more affordable 
wholesale prices. In a fragmented utility environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, 
each community must develop its own dedicated generation facilities. Finding technically and financially 
feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the Roadless Rule, and which provide a 
delivery profile coincident with incremental demand, is particularly challenging. As a result, many communities 
rely upon diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which undermines 
possibilities for new economic development, and community growth and sustainability. 
 
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, communities could dispatch 
existing renewable assets more economically, and commercial-scale projects could be developed in response 
to the aggregated demand of multiple rural communities. Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community utility systems, helping to 
improve economies of scale, and contributing to more affordable community energy rates. Redundant diesel 
generation facilities could be minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, 
southeast Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through long-term contracts 
with utilities and independent power producers, creating additional revenue for rural communities. In addition, 
transmission lines that do not have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures. These 
pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years. This work must be done by helicopter which, as stated, is 
very expensive. 
 
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in the margins of the Roadless 
Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska's ratepayers. There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the 
incremental cost of conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the Roadless 
Rule. 
 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for transmission projects and 
dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance costs. As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless 
Rule, and to provide a purported "roadless benefit" to others. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 



 
3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie 
System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress authorized a Southeast 
Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106[shy]511 nor Report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference [minus] which Public Law 106-511 implemented [minus] is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It 
does not mention the power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million acres of Wilderness and 
other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the 
new hydropower and other renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets are being prohibited, or 
made more difficult to access and develop, because they are located in IRAs and Wilderness and 
Congressionally set aside Areas and because 
 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and Wilderness Congressionally set 
aside Areas. 
 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable energy and community 
energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take 
any power - up to the operating needs of the mine - not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes a 
huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers. The revenue produced through this 
arrangement is returned to AEL&P's customers in the form of cost-savings. If the mine goes away, electricity 
rates to the community of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%. 
 
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 pursuant 
to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the 
prohibition in paragraph (a) of [sect] 294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven 
exceptions exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the Coalition urges that 
CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven exceptions in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b) in the 
Final Rule. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their 
transmission infrastructure, including their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application 
for the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. Renewable 
energy includes energy that is collected from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION:  
 a. Background 
 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal government's 
involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower facilities, including the Forest Service's role in 
permitting processes, USDA 



 
19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass' hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless Rule was applied to the 
Tongass. 
 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is important to Southeast 
Alaska because it will often be more economic and environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based 
generation to power communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska. The possibility of affordable renewable 
energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and helps render industrial-scale 
development more economic.20 
 
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a commercially reasonable or 
realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to recognize pre-existing power site classifications and 
other potential renewable energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities' ability to provide 
responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by limiting the options to construct and maintain 
transmission lines in Southeast Alaska. 
 
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after avalanches tore down the 
Snettisham Transmission Line (https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html). In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of future events, and the utility 
submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which included a request to build two access routes for 
equipment to travel approximately 1,000' from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or 
landslide risk. The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including the construction 
of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded approval for the access routes, instead 
stating that AEL&P could submit a separate application for that request. After subsequent consultation with the 
agency, AEL&P declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access points 
because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction in an IRA. 
 
20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be examined to determine whether 
Southeast Alaska's hydropower potential could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy 
requirements in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to residents of southeast 
Alaska. 
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the alternative to access from 
tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an 
earthen dam. 
 
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest Service's failure to approve 
access from tidewater to transmission towers across an IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up 
diesel generation because heavy-lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may 
not have the lift power to do so. 
 
Another example is the Kake - Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest Service failed to authorize a 
pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 
 
1. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass. 
 



The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest Service, identified over 
200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, many of which could have been accessed through 
the 2008 Forest Plan's Transportation and Utility System (TUS) Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan) the 
management proscriptions for developing utility lines and maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest 
Plan's TUS LUD corridors (that connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and 
utility grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction. This "springing" LUD was 
a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also 
allowing for the development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs without 
having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest Service's removal of the TUS LUD 
corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing 
utilities and an energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development are 
compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
1. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects 
 
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97[shy]01, will be subject to the 
prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 ("The final rule retains all of the provisions that 
recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe 
operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing permit 
or contract.") (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that exception. 
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 1indicates that for "[s]pecial-use 
authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)," existing facilities are not 
affected but "future developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of 
the exceptions applies."21 
 
There is a short discussion in the Rule's Preamble regarding application of [sect] 294-14 (a) to continued 
access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 
 
The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to 
these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22 
 
Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the application of the inclusio 
unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new 
roads for such development. 
 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion that road construction in 
support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in IRAs: 
 
Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were concerned about the impact of the rule on 
special uses and requested clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in inventoried 
roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and 
reservoirs. 
 
Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule would not suspend or modify any existing 
permit, contract, or other legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National Forest System 
lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 
 



Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the Final Rule, describes the 
impact of the Final Rule on "Special Use authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission 
lines, pipelines)" as follows: "Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 
 
21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added). 
 
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
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roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions applies."24 
 
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply failed to address the 
contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be 
resolved by adoption of the Total Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development whether those claims are 
located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or 
miners' rights under the 1872 Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one 
knows where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and grade. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the prohibition on road 
construction in IRAs: "A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute 
or treaty." But there are simply no criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a 
road is needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is "reasonable access" is 
completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
 
"Leaving it up" to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is "reasonable access' or when a 
road is "needed" does not adequately protect access rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the 
Quartz Hill Project was adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service denied 
a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 
 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 
1305 (9th Cir. 1983). 
 
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the road needed to move that 
volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-foot access road from a forest road at the old 



Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of 
Wales Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made February 12, 2010, but 
authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the road is adjacent to an IRA 
 
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 permits in IRAs - mostly 
for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these 
approvals cover drilling the same area, but in a different year. 
 
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core that can be extracted. Thus, 
without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a 
project while protecting investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies require 
greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation. 
 
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone extraction of large tonnage 
metallurgical test mill 'bulk' samples. Thus, exploration requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add 
certainty to resource/reserve information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens of millions - to fly in large 
rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, 
environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3) exception 
would allow roads for these purposes. 
 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific rule that authorizes roads for 
mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 228 
(a). Thus, the requirements for authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs 
would be the same. 
 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be pulled, and water bars installed. 
These areas can then be managed for "roadless characteristics," as has been done with many former logging 
roads which now provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the 
Final Rule. 
 
1. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 - 9): The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral 
exploration and mine development is authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. Cutting and removal of trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Currently, 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees in IRAs that is "incidental 
to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart." The level of exploration 
needed to develop a mine on the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development 
requires even more cutting and removal of trees. 
 
While "reasonable access" is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of trees associated with mining 
exploration and development does not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the 
cutting or removal of timber "incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart." The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the Tongass National Forest 
requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require even 
significantly more cutting and removal of trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal 
and development rock stockpile if trees could not be cut? 



 
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule and ROD of what this 
section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule and ROD states: "Such management 
activities are expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees."26 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The 
Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
1. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the 
criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
 
25 Ibid., at page 3258. 
 
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to new leases for minerals 
subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including geothermal resources, "because of the potentially 
significant environmental impacts that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas."27 There 
also is no explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which are allowed, are 
different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a source of renewable 
energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in 
alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The 
Coalition therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE FOLLOWING CAC 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION ALTERNATIVE: 
 
1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation the following new exception for Forest 
Health be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees that reduce risk to the 
public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may 
be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and traditional uses is authorized. 
 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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1. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following 
new exception for fish and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for road 
building be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R [sect] 294.12) is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for biofuels be 
added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b): 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and municipal needs is authorized 
and will comply with current standards and regulations for harvest. 
 
1. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for municipal watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management is authorized and such 
trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception for 
Roads in TUS corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of the regional transportation 
system should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. This includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or 
tribal government plan to provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, including maintenance of such 
roads and facilities. 
2. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception be added to 
the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, 
management, enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture facility or 
activity, including mariculture should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by selection of the Total 
Exemption Alternative - Alternative 6. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass that already prohibit 
development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific stream protections built into the TTRA. The 
2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet 
the requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would be examined by decision 
makers and the public through the NEPA process. The blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do 
not really provide environmental and resource protection - just barriers. 
 
For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an unnecessary barrier to 
the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast Alaska: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 



sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC 
recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only alternative that can implement the CAC 
recommendations), the Coalition joins the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in urging 
USDA to again select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Robert Venables, Executive Director Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
 
Southeast Conference Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna Hall, Executive Director of 
the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the 
following: 
 
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director Owen Graham, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Miners Association Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President Craig Dahl, Executive Director 
 
First Things First Alaska Foundation Juneau Chamber of Commerce 
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer Greater Ketchikan Chamber of 
Commerce Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
 
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce Associated General Contractors of 
 
Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO Neil MacKinnon, President 
 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President Randy Johnson, President 
 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
 
Lance Miller, President Paul Axelson 
 
Red Diamond Mining Company Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea Jason Custer, Vice President 



 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc. Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President Mike Wilson, President 
 
First Bank Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor  
 City of Ketchikan 
 
cc: The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 
 
The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory 
Committee, Final Report to the Governor and State Forester, State of Alaska, November 21, 2018] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Clark and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clark 
Organization: Coalition 
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Madam/Sir. Please find attached James F. Clark's Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. Please acknowledge receipt of the comments. Regards, James F. Clark. 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
LAW OFFICE OF JAMES F. CLARK 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Dear Madam/Sir.  
INTRODUCTION 
 
The undersigned hereby incorporates by reference and endorses the comments made by the State of Alaska to 
the Secretary of Agriculture in its January 19, 2018 "Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the Application of the Roadless Rule and other Actions" which: 1) explained the enduring 
significance of USDA's 2003 Record of Decision (ROD) that totally exempted the Tongass National Forest 
(Tongass) from the application of the 2001 Roadless Rule; 2) explained that after analyzing the requirements 
and limitations of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) and the Tongass Timber 
Reform Act (TTRA) "the USDA concluded that the best way to implement the spirit and letter of these laws was 
to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule;" 3) explained that USDA also concluded that exempting the 
Tongass was consistent with the intent of Congress, but also with sound management of the Tongass because 
roadless areas in the Tongass are adequately protected without adding the additional barriers of the Roadless 
Rule; 4) explained that even without 
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the Roadless Rule only about four percent of the Tongass is designated as suitable for timber harvest; 5) 
described the litigation regarding the 2001 Roadless Rule and the 2003 Roadless Rule including the 
Department of Justice's rational for its aggressive defense of USDA's 2003 ROD; 6) explained why the serious 
socioeconomic consequences to Alaskans and complying ANILCA and TTRA are as compelling today for 
totally exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule as they were when offered by USDA for that purpose in 
2003; and 7) explained why the Secretary should direct the United States Forest Service (Forest Service) to 



commence a Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) revision or amendment to remove provisions of the 
Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan. 
 
The undersigned also incorporates by reference and endorses the December 17, 2019 Comments of the 
Alaska Roadless Rule Coalition (Coalition) that represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest 
Association, the Alaska Miners Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource 
Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska 
Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the Ketchikan 
Chamber of Commerce, the City of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining Company, the Southeast Alaska Power 
Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & 
Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. The Coalition, that includes urban and 
rural Alaskans, and businesses and associations having a membership composition representing tens of 
thousands of Alaskans, has joined the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in urging USDA 
to Totally Exempt the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule for the reasons given by the State in its 
January 19, 2018 Petition. As noted in the Coalition's Comments every Alaska Governor and Congressional 
Delegation member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
The undersigned agrees with the Coalition that Total Exemption would exchange the Roadless Rule's inflexible 
national prohibitions on access and development in the Tongass, for the more flexible TLMP process. Since the 
goal of the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land 
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. The undersigned also agrees with the State and the 
Coalition that the Secretary should direct the Forest Service 
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to revise or amend TLMP to remove the provisions of the Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 
2016 Tongass Transition Plan. 
 
USDA'S FAILURE TO INCORPORATE THE CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S NEW EXCEPTIONS FOR 
ROAD CONSTRUCTION AND TIMBER HARVEST LEAVES TOTAL EXEMPTION AS THE ONLY MEANS OF 
OBTAINING RELIEF FROM THE ACCESS AND OTHER UNNECESSARY BARRIERS TO REASONABLE 
DEVELOPMENT ON THE TONGASS 
 
The Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC), (representing diverse interests) appointed by foinier Governor Walker 
to inform the State in its role a s a cooperating agency in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process associated with the DEIS, identified significant new road and timber harvest exceptions that would 
have to be added to the Roadless Rule to protect communities, renewable energy, and mining if IRAs were to 
remain in place. 
 
Each of the current exceptions to the Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. [sect]294.12 (b)(1-7) is preceded by the words 
"if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's 
"Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed. There are no criteria for making that decision. The 
language the CAC proposed to implement its new exceptions was specifically intended to eliminate the 
"Responsible Official's" criteria-less ability to decide whether a road is needed even if the environmental and 
resource protection criteria for approval of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 were met. 
 
The CAC implementing language (found at pages 7 [mdash]10 of its Report) made granting a road mandatory 
if the applicant meets the environmental and resource protection criteria for approval of 36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
The thinking was as follows: It is the Forest Service's job to protect the environment and other resources on the 
National Forests. As long as that obligation is satisfied, the Responsible Official should not have the discretion 
to disapprove an application because he/she doesn't think a road "is needed" [mdash] particularly when, as 
here, there are no criteria for making that decision. 
 



By simply comparing the language the CAC proposed to implement its recommendations for new Road and 
Timber Harvest Exceptions (found at pages 7 [mdash] 
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10 of the CAC Report) with the implementing language for DEIS alternatives 2 -5 set out in Appendix G and the 
language in 36 C.F.R. [sect]294.12 (b)(1-7) of the 2001 Roadless Rule shows that this is not the case. 
 
For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road access to mining 
exploration and development projects (so long as such road access meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) be 
included in each alternative 2 [mdash] 5: 
 
Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws 
(30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most developmentally oriented of the 
alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides no change: 
 
[sect]294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, a road may be constructed or 
reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official 
determines that one or more of the following circumstances exist: 
 
(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as 
 
provided for by statute or treaty; 
 
This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. 
[sect]294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC language was intended to change: 
 
A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty; 
 
This failure to change the existing regulatory language is replicated throughout each alternative. The CAC's 
mandatory exception language that the State provided to USDA was not included in any alternative. (See 
Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber harvest 
exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is 
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needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed 
without any criteria for doing so. 
 
This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" alternative. It is exactly what the CAC 
recommendations sought to change in order to provide regulatory certainty and predictability. The undersigned 
joins the Coalition in finding it "remarkable that not one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 [mdash] 5 contains the 
CAC's mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions and proposed New 
Timber Cutting Exceptions.' 
 
Comparing the CAC/Appendix G/2001 Roadless Rule regulatory implementing language is critical to 
understanding that USDA did not adopt the CAC proposals. This, in turn, explains why Total Exemption is the 



only alternative that achieves relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions for communities, renewable 
energy, timber and mining. The CAC recommendations can only be achieved by adopting the Total Exemption 
alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
[signature] 
 
Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
"[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with the range dictated by the nature and scope of the 
proposed action, and sufficient to permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 
F.3d 723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 1508, 1520 (9th 
Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's mandatory authorization language to implement its 
New Road Exceptions 8 [mdash] 16 and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that 
should have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
 
THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE 
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF 
ALASKA, INC., THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS 
FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, 
THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC 
LIGHT & POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, TYLER RENTAL, FIRST 
BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on 
October 30, 2019. 
 
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest Association, the Alaska 
Miners Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for 
Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the 
Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of 
Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, 
Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 



 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and associations having a membership 
composition representing tens of thousands of Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska's 
Congressional Delegation in urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by former Governor Bill 
Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking (Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional 
Delegation member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 - Total Exemption - as the preferred 
alternative because: 
 
[T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State's policy preferences as expressed in the incoming 
Petition. The State's preference to emphasize rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the 
Interagency Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive Order 13790 (issued 
April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the 
foundations of prosperity. That State's views on how to balance economic development and environmental 
protection offer valuable insight when making management decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA's policy preference for 
managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking because: "[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast 
Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass."2 This policy determination has never been changed 
by the Department. 
 
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule's inflexible prohibitions on access and 
development in the Tongass, for the more flexible Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of 
the 2016 Tongass 
 
1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA's Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM). 
 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land planning system to 
accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 
 
[T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest Service, allowing decisions 
concerning timber harvest, road construction and roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest 
to be made by local officials on a case by case basis.3 
 
USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: "Accomplishment of social, economic, and biological goals can 
best be met through the management direction established through the Tongass Forest Plan."4 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 
and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
 
The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less restrictive and addresses Alaska-
specific concerns. Specifically, it provides for infrastructure development to connect and support local 
communities, and road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals. The 
leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development. In addition, the 
Roadless Priority ARA includes specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
are included to improve overall clarity.5 
 
Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language used in Appendix G to 
implement them. As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory 



authorization language proposed by the Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC) to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and to 
 
3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes that the "proposed 
exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other access needs that support isolated rural 
communities in the unique island archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 
294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and pages 8-10, respectively, of the 
attached CAC Report). Instead of the CAC's mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in 
each of the Alternatives 2 - 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that is in the current 
2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process 
currently in place that inhibits access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 
 
It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 - 5 contains the CAC's mandatory regulatory 
language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7 
The Coalition requests an explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC's recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative - as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State's Petition for Rulemaking and other Agency Action, even Total 
Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 Roadless Rule. In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land 
and Resource Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 
 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
"[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with the range dictated by the nature and scope of the 
proposed action, and sufficient to permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 
F.3d 723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 1508, 1520 (9th 
Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's mandatory authorization language to implement its 
New Road Exceptions 8 - 16 and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP. Therefore, even with a Total Exemption, most of the 
roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP provisions. This is why the State's petition asked for rule 
making and for a plan revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption. Although the Secretary granted the 
rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. The Coalition urges the 
Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision consistent with Total Exemption. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA's preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its interim Roadless Rule in 1999. 
After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final 
decision in the 2001 Record of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional organizations and 
businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds including that application of the Roadless Rule to 
the Tongass violated the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA). 
 
Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. The Clinton 
Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there was a Need for a national level "whole 
picture" review of National Forest roadless areas because: "Local management planning efforts may not 
always recognize the significance of inventoried roadless areas." 
 
But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had undergone two 
Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 
million acres of Tongass roadless areas as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to 
promulgation of the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule's Purpose and Need statement did not explain why a 
fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the objectives of the Roadless Rule. 
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. USDA recognized: 
 
Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation's highway system. Most are surrounded 
by marine waters and undeveloped National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of way for utilities to roadless areas of 
the National Forest System.8 
 
USDA observed: 
 
Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and most Southeast communities are 
significantly impacted by the roadless rule. The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the 
prohibitions in the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in the ANILCA and 
TTRA legislation.9 
 
USDA stated: 
 
The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the 
protection of roadless values included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships 
to local communities of applying the roadless rule's prohibitions to the Tongass, outweigh any additional 
potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national 
forests outside of Alaska. 10 



 
After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found: 
 
The final rule reflects the Department's assessment of how to best implement the letter and spirit of 
congressional direction along with public values, in 
 
8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values already included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule's 
prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative during its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 16.8 
million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. Over three-quarters (78 percent) of 
these 16.8 million acres are either Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas 
where timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are designated suitable for 
commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area (300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless 
areas.12 
 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to be, roadless even without 
the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the Tongass would remain roadless even without the 
Roadless Rule than exists in nearly all other National Forests.13 
 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current rulemaking that: "The 
existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would continue to provide protections that allow roadless 
values to prevail on the Tongass National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass Exemption when environmental 
groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that "the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, 
supported by the evidence" and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the Tongass could be protected and 
social and economic impacts minimized by exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 - 4). 
 
Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the Department of Agriculture or 
overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the best option today as it was in 2003. 
 



Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska invalidated the 2003 Tongass 
Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking 
exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy from 
applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska appealed and prevailed on the 
process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth Circuit, only to lose 6 - 5 on the process point before an 
en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit in 2015. 
 
Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass in August 2011. That case 
is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome 
of this rulemaking. 
 
Alaska's 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue to engage in rulemaking 
"to permanently exempt the Tongass National Forest from application of the Roadless Rule." On January 18, 
2018 the State filed a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for "rulemaking to permanently exempt the 
Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State's Petition correctly observes: 
 
The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD and again in the 2010 USDA Brief 
remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social fabric of Southeast Alaska 
remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately 
protected without the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the State of Alaska 
respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to 
immediately undertake rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.14 
 
In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture "agreed to address the State's concerns on roadless area 
management and economic development opportunities in Southeast Alaska." (October 17, 2019 Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 84, No.201 55523). 
 
As reported in the NPRM 15 Governor Walker appointed a Citizen' Advisory Committee (CAC) "to present a 
written report on the rulemaking process to the Governor and State Forester, which included options for a 
state-specific roadless rule." "[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska's input, as 
a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of alternatives." Id. 
 
It consisted of 13 members who were "intended to represent a diversity of perspectives, including Alaska 
Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local 
government, and the Alaska Division of Forestry." Id. 
 
TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting Total Exemption as the 
Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife 
and untouched landscapes. These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values. 
 
14 State's January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in ANILCA and the TTRA 
remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains in place along with regulations governing forest 
management and timber sales required by the National Forest Management Act. In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 
 
Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns about increased 
clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect when the Tongass Exemption was 
enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land 
available for timber sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber production by 
the elimination of the Exemption. 
 
As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA's NPRM, total exemption will only restore those 
185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber 
sale program by allowing more economic timber to be offered for sale: 
 
The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless designations and prohibitions on 
the Tongass National Forest would not cause a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule 
would effectively bring only 185,000 acres ([sim]2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may be considered for timber harvest. When 
examined in 2016, the Forest Service projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of 
young-growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of suitable timber lands would 
allow local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved 
flexibility could, in turn, improve the Forest Service's ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 
needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the 
remaining 9 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber harvest activities. 
 
Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the Forest Service to produce and 
offer more economic timber sales. Removing the Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber 
sale planning process 
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to resume. However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber harvest has long ago left Alaska, 
there will likely be little more timber harvest after Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was 
removed in 2011. 
 
In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon unfounded fears of the 
environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is based upon inaccurate information and not supported 
by USDA rules governing timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 
 
BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 - 5 OF 
APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT IMPLEMENTS THE 
EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
 
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to implement them) that it 
recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless Rule alternative (2 - 5) set out in the DEIS, other 
than the "No Action" alternative: 
 
Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 
 
The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of each of the four options. 
 



While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include the Roadless Area exceptions for 
analysis in all of the options put forward by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 
 
For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road access to mining (so long 
as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in each alternative 2 - 5: 
 
Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws 
(30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most developmentally oriented of the 
alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides no change: 
 
[sect]294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, a road may be constructed or 
reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official 
determines that one or more of the following circumstances exist: 
 
(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute16 or treaty; 
 
This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. 
[sect]294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 
 
A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty; 
 
This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative. The CAC's mandatory 
exception language that the State provided to USDA along with the exceptions listed below was not included in 
any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and 
timber harvest exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is 
needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed 
without any criteria for doing so. 
 
This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" alternative. It is exactly what the CAC 
recommendations sought to change in order to provide regulatory certainty and predictability. Accordingly, the 
relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved by adopting the Total Exemption 
alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 
 
16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et 
seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 
36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17 is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE 
ACCESS IN THE TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND MINING. TOTAL 



EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 
1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the 
Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be permitted. 
Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower 
cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system to the proposed mine 
prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the need to implement this recommendation. With the 
decline of timber industry jobs, the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan Mountain sites to allow its 
residents and businesses to commute to the mines for work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and 
the impact on the Prince of Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead. 
 
17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 
Rulemaking. 
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Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an available non-road alternative; 
however, marine access is rarely an affordable or functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and 
utility systems in the region. Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at the higher costs, lower 
dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the communities through marine links. The Roadless 
Rule's effect of driving all constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and 
maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because of no road access, resulted 
in very high construction costs.. With road access for construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was 
necessary to use helicopters to construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about 
$2 million dollars/mile. The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost including permitting, design, etc. 
was about $110 million. 
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road access. The rights-of way (ROW) 
for these lines must be maintained and brushed continually. The structures must be inspected on a rotating 
annual basis. Restoring service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up generation. With roads, this work 
can be done by a crew in a truck. Without roads, this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is 
incredibly expensive, but may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission interconnections to the North 
American grid system. Rural communities are forced to operate as microgrid utility systems. The isolated 
nature of these systems creates significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and 
inefficiencies. For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation. 
 
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal overabundances of energy, and 
"spill" water while other communities burn diesel fuel as a primary source of generation. This arrangement is 
also incredibly inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of using a system 
of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy project to meet the needs of multiple 
communities throughout the region, multiple planners in southeast Alaska's fragment utility landscape must 
locate multiple smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans needed to 
make them feasible. Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in aggregate, support 
development of commercial-scale renewables offering better economies of scale, and more affordable 
wholesale prices. In a fragmented utility environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, 
each community must develop its own dedicated generation facilities. Finding technically and financially 
feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the Roadless Rule, and which provide a 
delivery profile coincident with incremental demand, is particularly challenging. As a result, many communities 
rely upon diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which undermines 
possibilities for new economic development, and community growth and sustainability. 
 
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, communities could dispatch 
existing renewable assets more economically, and commercial-scale projects could be developed in response 
to the aggregated demand of multiple rural communities. Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community utility systems, helping to 
improve economies of scale, and contributing to more affordable community energy rates. Redundant diesel 
generation facilities could be minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, 
southeast Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through long-term contracts 
with utilities and independent power producers, creating additional revenue for rural communities. In addition, 
transmission lines that do not have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures. These 
pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years. This work must be done by helicopter which, as stated, is 
very expensive. 
 
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in the margins of the Roadless 
Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska's ratepayers. There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the 
incremental cost of conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the Roadless 
Rule. 
 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for transmission projects and 
dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance costs. As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless 
Rule, and to provide a purported "roadless benefit" to others. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 



 
3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie 
System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress authorized a Southeast 
Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106[shy]511 nor Report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference [minus] which Public Law 106-511 implemented [minus] is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It 
does not mention the power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million acres of Wilderness and 
other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the 
new hydropower and other renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets are being prohibited, or 
made more difficult to access and develop, because they are located in IRAs and Wilderness and 
Congressionally set aside Areas and because 
 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and Wilderness Congressionally set 
aside Areas. 
 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable energy and community 
energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take 
any power - up to the operating needs of the mine - not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes a 
huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers. The revenue produced through this 
arrangement is returned to AEL&P's customers in the form of cost-savings. If the mine goes away, electricity 
rates to the community of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%. 
 
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 pursuant 
to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the 
prohibition in paragraph (a) of [sect] 294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven 
exceptions exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the Coalition urges that 
CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven exceptions in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b) in the 
Final Rule. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their 
transmission infrastructure, including their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application 
for the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. Renewable 
energy includes energy that is collected from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION:  
 a. Background 
 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal government's 
involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower facilities, including the Forest Service's role in 
permitting processes, USDA 



 
19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass' hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless Rule was applied to the 
Tongass. 
 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is important to Southeast 
Alaska because it will often be more economic and environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based 
generation to power communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska. The possibility of affordable renewable 
energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and helps render industrial-scale 
development more economic.20 
 
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a commercially reasonable or 
realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to recognize pre-existing power site classifications and 
other potential renewable energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities' ability to provide 
responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by limiting the options to construct and maintain 
transmission lines in Southeast Alaska. 
 
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after avalanches tore down the 
Snettisham Transmission Line (https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html). In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of future events, and the utility 
submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which included a request to build two access routes for 
equipment to travel approximately 1,000' from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or 
landslide risk. The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including the construction 
of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded approval for the access routes, instead 
stating that AEL&P could submit a separate application for that request. After subsequent consultation with the 
agency, AEL&P declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access points 
because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction in an IRA. 
 
20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be examined to determine whether 
Southeast Alaska's hydropower potential could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy 
requirements in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to residents of southeast 
Alaska. 
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the alternative to access from 
tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an 
earthen dam. 
 
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest Service's failure to approve 
access from tidewater to transmission towers across an IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up 
diesel generation because heavy-lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may 
not have the lift power to do so. 
 
Another example is the Kake - Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest Service failed to authorize a 
pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 
 
1. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass. 
 



The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest Service, identified over 
200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, many of which could have been accessed through 
the 2008 Forest Plan's Transportation and Utility System (TUS) Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan) the 
management proscriptions for developing utility lines and maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest 
Plan's TUS LUD corridors (that connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and 
utility grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction. This "springing" LUD was 
a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also 
allowing for the development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs without 
having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest Service's removal of the TUS LUD 
corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing 
utilities and an energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development are 
compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
1. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects 
 
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97[shy]01, will be subject to the 
prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 ("The final rule retains all of the provisions that 
recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe 
operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing permit 
or contract.") (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that exception. 
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 1indicates that for "[s]pecial-use 
authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)," existing facilities are not 
affected but "future developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of 
the exceptions applies."21 
 
There is a short discussion in the Rule's Preamble regarding application of [sect] 294-14 (a) to continued 
access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 
 
The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to 
these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22 
 
Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the application of the inclusio 
unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new 
roads for such development. 
 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion that road construction in 
support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in IRAs: 
 
Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were concerned about the impact of the rule on 
special uses and requested clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in inventoried 
roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and 
reservoirs. 
 
Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule would not suspend or modify any existing 
permit, contract, or other legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National Forest System 
lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 
 



Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the Final Rule, describes the 
impact of the Final Rule on "Special Use authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission 
lines, pipelines)" as follows: "Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 
 
21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added). 
 
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
 
20 
 
 
 
roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions applies."24 
 
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply failed to address the 
contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be 
resolved by adoption of the Total Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development whether those claims are 
located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or 
miners' rights under the 1872 Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one 
knows where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and grade. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the prohibition on road 
construction in IRAs: "A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute 
or treaty." But there are simply no criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a 
road is needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is "reasonable access" is 
completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
 
"Leaving it up" to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is "reasonable access' or when a 
road is "needed" does not adequately protect access rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the 
Quartz Hill Project was adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service denied 
a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 
 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 
1305 (9th Cir. 1983). 
 
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the road needed to move that 
volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-foot access road from a forest road at the old 



Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of 
Wales Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made February 12, 2010, but 
authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the road is adjacent to an IRA 
 
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 permits in IRAs - mostly 
for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these 
approvals cover drilling the same area, but in a different year. 
 
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core that can be extracted. Thus, 
without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a 
project while protecting investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies require 
greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation. 
 
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone extraction of large tonnage 
metallurgical test mill 'bulk' samples. Thus, exploration requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add 
certainty to resource/reserve information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens of millions - to fly in large 
rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, 
environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3) exception 
would allow roads for these purposes. 
 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific rule that authorizes roads for 
mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 228 
(a). Thus, the requirements for authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs 
would be the same. 
 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be pulled, and water bars installed. 
These areas can then be managed for "roadless characteristics," as has been done with many former logging 
roads which now provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the 
Final Rule. 
 
1. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 - 9): The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral 
exploration and mine development is authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. Cutting and removal of trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Currently, 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees in IRAs that is "incidental 
to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart." The level of exploration 
needed to develop a mine on the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development 
requires even more cutting and removal of trees. 
 
While "reasonable access" is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of trees associated with mining 
exploration and development does not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the 
cutting or removal of timber "incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart." The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the Tongass National Forest 
requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require even 
significantly more cutting and removal of trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal 
and development rock stockpile if trees could not be cut? 



 
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule and ROD of what this 
section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule and ROD states: "Such management 
activities are expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees."26 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The 
Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
1. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the 
criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
 
25 Ibid., at page 3258. 
 
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to new leases for minerals 
subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including geothermal resources, "because of the potentially 
significant environmental impacts that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas."27 There 
also is no explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which are allowed, are 
different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a source of renewable 
energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in 
alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The 
Coalition therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE FOLLOWING CAC 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION ALTERNATIVE: 
 
1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation the following new exception for Forest 
Health be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees that reduce risk to the 
public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may 
be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and traditional uses is authorized. 
 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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1. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following 
new exception for fish and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for road 
building be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R [sect] 294.12) is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for biofuels be 
added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b): 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and municipal needs is authorized 
and will comply with current standards and regulations for harvest. 
 
1. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for municipal watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management is authorized and such 
trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception for 
Roads in TUS corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of the regional transportation 
system should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. This includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or 
tribal government plan to provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, including maintenance of such 
roads and facilities. 
2. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception be added to 
the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, 
management, enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture facility or 
activity, including mariculture should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by selection of the Total 
Exemption Alternative - Alternative 6. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass that already prohibit 
development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific stream protections built into the TTRA. The 
2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet 
the requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would be examined by decision 
makers and the public through the NEPA process. The blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do 
not really provide environmental and resource protection - just barriers. 
 
For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an unnecessary barrier to 
the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast Alaska: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 



sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC 
recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only alternative that can implement the CAC 
recommendations), the Coalition joins the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in urging 
USDA to again select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
[signatures] 
 
 
 
Robert Venables, Executive Director Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
 
Southeast Conference Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna Hall, Executive Director of 
the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the 
following: 
 
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director Owen Graham, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Miners Association Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President Craig Dahl, Executive Director 
 
First Things First Alaska Foundation Juneau Chamber of Commerce 
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer Greater Ketchikan Chamber of 
Commerce Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
 
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce Associated General Contractors of 
 
Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO Neil MacKinnon, President 
 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President Randy Johnson, President 
 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
 
Lance Miller, President Paul Axelson 
 
Red Diamond Mining Company Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea Jason Custer, Vice President 



 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc. Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President Mike Wilson, President 
 
First Bank Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor  
 City of Ketchikan 
 
cc: The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 
 
The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young 
 
[Position] 
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[See attachment containing the following technical resource: The State of Alaska request to consider a petition 
for rulemaking on the applicability of the 2001 Roadless Rule] 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory 
Committee; Final Report to the Governor and State Forrester State of Alaska 2018] 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Appendix D; Drafted Roadless Rule Regulatory 
Language by Alternative] 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: Federal Register; Department of Agriculture 
Special areas; Roadless Area Conservation; Final Rule] 
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      THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA 
MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF 
ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF ALASKA, INC., 
THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF 
KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK 
MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED 
DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER 
AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC LIGHT & 
POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, 
TYLER RENTAL, FIRST BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019  
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802–1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION  
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to 
comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on October 30, 2019.  
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska 
Forest Association, the Alaska Miners Association, the Associated General 
Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak 
Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the 
Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska 
Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler 
Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and 
associations having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of 
Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in 
urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by 
former Governor Bill Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking 
(Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation member since the 
Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 – Total 
Exemption – as the preferred alternative because: 
 [T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State’s policy preferences 
 as expressed in the incoming Petition. The State’s preference to emphasize 
 rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the Interagency 
 Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive 
 Order 13790 (issued April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural 
 Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the foundations of 
 prosperity. That State’s views on how to balance economic development and 
 environmental protection offer valuable insight when making management 
 decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA’s 
policy preference for managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: “[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass.”2 This policy determination 
has never been changed by the Department.   
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule’s inflexible 
prohibitions on access and development in the Tongass, for the more flexible 
Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of the 2016 Tongass 

 

1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA’s Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
(NPRM). 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land 
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 

 [T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest 
 Service, allowing decisions concerning timber harvest, road construction and 
 roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest to be made by local 
 officials on a case by case basis.3  

 USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: “Accomplishment of social, 
economic, and biological goals can best be met through the management direction 
established through the Tongass Forest Plan.”4 

The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless 
Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
  
 The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less 
 restrictive and addresses Alaska-specific concerns. Specifically, it provides 
 for infrastructure development to connect and support local communities, and 
 road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable 
 minerals. The leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, 
 and/or coal development. In addition, the Roadless Priority ARA includes 
 specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
 are included to improve overall clarity.5 

Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language 
used in Appendix G to implement them.  As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 
2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory authorization language proposed 
by the Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC)  to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and to 

 

3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes 
that the “proposed exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other 
access needs that support isolated rural communities in the unique island 
archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and 
pages 8-10, respectively, of the attached CAC Report).  Instead of the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in each of the 
Alternatives 2 – 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that 
is in the current 2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the 
regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process currently in place that inhibits 
access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 

It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G’s alternatives 2 – 5 contains the CAC’s 
mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions 
and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7  The Coalition requests an 
explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC’s recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. § 294.13.   

Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC 
recommendations  is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional 
Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total 
Exemption (alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in 
implementation of these recommendations, the Coalition strongly urges USDA 
to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption Alternative – as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State’s Petition for Rulemaking and other 
Agency Action, even Total Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 
Roadless Rule.  In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 

 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
7 Consideration of alternatives is “the heart of the environmental impact statement.”  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. “[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with 
the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient to 
permit a reasoned choice.”   Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 F.3d 
723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 
1508, 1520 (9th Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language to implement its New Road Exceptions 8 – 16 
and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP.  Therefore, even with a 
Total Exemption, most of the roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP 
provisions. This is why the State’s petition asked for rule making and for a plan 
revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption.  Although the Secretary granted the 
rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. 
The Coalition urges the Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision 
consistent with Total Exemption.  
 
BACKGROUND 

Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA’s preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its 
interim Roadless Rule in 1999. After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass 
in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final decision in the 2001 Record 
of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass.  

The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional 
organizations and businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds 
including that application of the Roadless Rule to the Tongass violated the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA).  

Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
The Clinton Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there 
was a Need for a national level “whole picture” review of National Forest roadless 
areas because: “Local management planning efforts may not always recognize the 
significance of inventoried roadless areas.”  

But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had 
undergone two Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review 
in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 million acres of Tongass roadless areas 
as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to promulgation of the 
Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule’s Purpose and Need statement did not explain 
why a fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the 
objectives of the Roadless Rule.  
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily 
exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. USDA recognized:  

 Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation’s 
 highway system. Most are surrounded by marine waters and undeveloped 
 National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
 these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of 
 way for utilities to roadless areas of the National Forest System.8 

 USDA observed: 

 Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and 
 most Southeast communities are significantly impacted by the roadless rule. 
 The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the prohibitions in 
 the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in 
 the ANILCA and TTRA legislation.9 

USDA stated: 

The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of 
roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships to local 
communities of applying the roadless rule’s prohibitions to the Tongass, 
outweigh any additional potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore 
warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national forests outside of 
Alaska.10 
 

After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found:  
  
 The final rule reflects the Department’s assessment of how to best implement 
 the letter and spirit of congressional direction along with public values, in 

 

8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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 light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of 
 roadless values already included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the 
 socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule’s 
 prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative 
during its 2003 Rulemaking because:  
 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 
16.8 million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. 
Over three-quarters (78 percent) of these 16.8 million acres are either 
Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas where 
timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are 
designated suitable for commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area 
(300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless areas.12  

 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to 
be, roadless even without the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the 
Tongass would remain roadless even without the Roadless Rule than exists in nearly 
all other National Forests.13  

 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current 
rulemaking that: “The existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would 
continue to provide protections that allow roadless values to prevail on the Tongass 
National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass 
Exemption when environmental groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that 
“the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, supported by the evidence” 
and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the 
Tongass could be protected and social and economic impacts minimized by 
exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 – 4). 

Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the 
Department of Agriculture or overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the 
best option today as it was in 2003. 

Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska 
invalidated the 2003 Tongass Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) 
process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking exempting the Tongass 
from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy 
from applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska 
appealed and prevailed on the process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth 
Circuit, only to lose 6 – 5 on the process point before an en banc panel of the Ninth 
Circuit in 2015. 

Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass 
in August 2011. That case is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome of this rulemaking. 

Alaska’s 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny 
Perdue to engage in rulemaking “to permanently exempt the Tongass National 
Forest from application of the Roadless Rule.” On January 18, 2018 the State filed 
a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for “rulemaking to permanently exempt 
the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State’s Petition correctly 
observes: 

The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD 
and again in the 2010 USDA Brief remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social 
fabric of Southeast Alaska remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while 
the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately protected without 
the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the 
State of Alaska respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant 
this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to immediately undertake 
rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 
Rule.14 

In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture “agreed to address the State’s concerns on 
roadless area management and economic development opportunities in Southeast 
Alaska.” (October 17, 2019 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 
84, No.201 55523).  

As reported in the NPRM 15  Governor Walker appointed a Citizen’ Advisory 
Committee (CAC) “to present a written report on the rulemaking process to the 
Governor and State Forester, which included options for a state-specific roadless 
rule.” “[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska’s 
input, as a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of 
alternatives.” Id. 

It consisted of 13 members who were “intended to represent a diversity of 
perspectives, including Alaska Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, 
conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local government, and the 
Alaska Division of Forestry.”  Id. 

TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT 
TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting 
Total Exemption as the Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other 
protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife and untouched landscapes. 
These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values.  

 
14 State’s January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in 
ANILCA and the TTRA remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains 
in place along with regulations governing forest management and timber sales 
required by the National Forest Management Act.  In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 

Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns 
about increased clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect 
when the Tongass Exemption was enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in 
Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land available for timber 
sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber 
production by the elimination of the Exemption.  

As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA’s NPRM, total exemption 
will only restore those 185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do 
nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber sale program by allowing more 
economic timber to be offered for sale: 

 The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless 
 designations and prohibitions on the Tongass National Forest would not cause 
 a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule would effectively 
 bring only 185,000 acres (∼2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried 
 roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may 
 be considered for timber harvest. When examined in 2016, the Forest Service 
 projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of young-
 growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of 
 suitable timber lands would allow local managers greater flexibility in the 
 selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved flexibility 
 could, in turn, improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 
 sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural 
 economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the remaining 9 
 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber 
 harvest activities. 

Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the 
Forest Service to produce and offer more economic timber sales. Removing the 
Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber sale planning process 
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to resume.  However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber 
harvest has long ago left Alaska, there will likely be little more timber harvest after 
Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was removed in 2011. 

In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon 
unfounded fears of the environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is 
based upon inaccurate information and not supported by USDA rules governing 
timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 

BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY 
USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 – 5 OF APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, 
TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT 
IMPLEMENTS THE EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE 
PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
  
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to 
implement them) that it recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule alternative (2 – 5) set out in the DEIS, other than the “No Action” alternative: 

          Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 

The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of 
 each of the four options.  

While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include 
 the Roadless Area exceptions for analysis in all of the options put forward 
 by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 

For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road 
access to mining (so long as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in 
each alternative 2 – 5: 

Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most 
developmentally oriented of the alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides 
no change: 

 §294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, 
 a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area 
 designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official determines that 
 one or more of the following circumstances exist: 

(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as 
provided for by statute16 or treaty; 

This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 
Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. §294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 

 A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for 
 by statute or treaty; 

This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative.  
The CAC’s mandatory exception language that the State provided to USDA along 
with the exceptions listed below was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix 
G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber 
harvest exception is preceded by the words “if the Responsible Official determines 
that …  a road is needed,” thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service’s 
“Responsible Official” to decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for 
doing so.  

This is the existing situation already maintained by the “No Action” alternative. It is 
exactly what the CAC recommendations sought to change in order to provide 
regulatory certainty and predictability.  Accordingly, the relief from the Roadless 
Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved 
by adopting the Total Exemption alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 

 

16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the 
applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17  
is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition 
sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption (alternative 6) is the only 
alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption 
Alternative. 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS 
NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE ACCESS IN THE 
TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND 
MINING. TOTAL EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE 
ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 

1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System 
(TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan 
(SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional 
transportation system shall be permitted. Adjustment of these TUS 
corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it 
provides a lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system 
to the proposed mine prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the 
need to implement this recommendation. With the decline of timber industry jobs, 
the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan 
Mountain sites to allow its residents and businesses to commute to the mines for 
work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and the impact on the Prince of 
Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead.  

 

17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally 
Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 Rulemaking. 
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Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an 
available non-road alternative; however, marine access is rarely an affordable or 
functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and utility systems in the 
region.  Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at 
the higher costs, lower dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the 
communities through marine links.  The Roadless Rule’s effect of driving all 
constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 

Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, 
and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because 
of no road access, resulted in very high construction costs..  With road access for 
construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was necessary to use helicopters to 
construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about $2 
million dollars/mile.  The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost 
including permitting, design, etc. was about $110 million.   
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road 
access.  The rights-of way (ROW) for these lines must be maintained and brushed 
continually.  The structures must be inspected on a rotating annual basis.  Restoring 
service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up 
generation.   With roads, this work can be done by a crew in a truck.  Without roads, 
this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is incredibly expensive, but 
may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission 
interconnections to the North American grid system.  Rural communities are forced 
to operate as microgrid utility systems.  The isolated nature of these systems creates 
significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and inefficiencies.  
For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation.   
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal 
overabundances of energy, and “spill” water while other communities burn diesel 
fuel as a primary source of generation.  This arrangement is also incredibly 
inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of 
using a system of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy 
project to meet the needs of multiple communities throughout the region, multiple 
planners in southeast Alaska’s fragment utility landscape must locate multiple 
smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans 
needed to make them feasible.  Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in 
aggregate, support development of commercial-scale renewables offering better 
economies of scale, and more affordable wholesale prices.  In a fragmented utility 
environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, each community 
must develop its own dedicated generation facilities.   Finding technically and 
financially feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the 
Roadless Rule, and which provide a delivery profile coincident with incremental 
demand, is particularly challenging.  As a result, many communities rely upon 
diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which 
undermines possibilities for new economic development, and community growth 
and sustainability.   
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, 
communities could dispatch existing renewable assets more economically, and 
commercial-scale projects could be developed in response to the aggregated demand 
of multiple rural communities.  Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community 
utility systems, helping to improve economies of scale, and contributing to more 
affordable community energy rates.  Redundant diesel generation facilities could be 
minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, southeast 
Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through 
long-term contracts with utilities and independent power producers, creating 
additional revenue for rural communities.  In addition, transmission lines that do not 
have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures.  These pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years.  This work must be done by 
helicopter which, as stated, is very expensive.   
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in 
the margins of the Roadless Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska’s 
ratepayers.  There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the incremental cost of 
conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the 
Roadless Rule. 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for 
transmission projects and dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance 
costs.  As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless Rule, and to provide a 
purported “roadless benefit” to others. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized 
Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 
1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast Conference shall 
be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress 
authorized a Southeast Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106-
511 nor Report #97–01 of the Southeast Conference − which Public Law 106-511 
implemented − is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It does not mention the 
power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million 
acres of Wilderness and other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the 
Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the new hydropower and other 
renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets 
are being prohibited, or made more difficult to access and develop, because they are 
located in IRAs and Wilderness and Congressionally set aside Areas and because 

 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and 
Wilderness Congressionally set aside Areas. 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable 
energy and community energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an 
interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take any power – up to the 
operating needs of the mine – not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes 
a huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers.  The 
revenue produced through this arrangement is returned to AEL&P’s customers in 
the form of cost-savings.  If the mine goes away, electricity rates to the community 
of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%.   
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 
C.F.R. § 294.12 pursuant to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an 
inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of § 
294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven exceptions 
exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the 
Coalition urges that CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven 
exceptions in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b) in the Final Rule. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable 
energy projects and their transmission infrastructure, including their 
maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application for 
the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected 
from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, 
biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

a. Background 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal 
government’s involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower 
facilities, including the Forest Service’s role in permitting processes, USDA 

 
19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass’ hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless 
Rule was applied to the Tongass. 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is 
important to Southeast Alaska because it will often be more economic and 
environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based generation to power 
communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska.  The possibility of affordable 
renewable energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and 
helps render industrial-scale development more economic.20  
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a 
commercially reasonable or realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to 
recognize pre-existing power site classifications and other potential renewable 
energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities’ 
ability to provide responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by 
limiting the options to construct and maintain transmission lines in Southeast 
Alaska.  
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after 
avalanches tore down the Snettisham Transmission Line 
(https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html).  In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of 
future events, and the utility submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which 
included a request to build two access routes for equipment to travel approximately 
1,000’ from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or landslide 
risk.  The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including 
the construction of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded 
approval for the access routes, instead stating that AEL&P could submit a separate 
application for that request.  After subsequent consultation with the agency, AEL&P 
declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access 
points because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction 
in an IRA.   

 

20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be 
examined to determine whether Southeast Alaska’s hydropower potential 
could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy requirements 
in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to 
residents of southeast Alaska. 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the 
alternative to access from tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which 
cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an earthen dam.   
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest 
Service’s failure to approve access from tidewater to transmission towers across an 
IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up diesel generation because heavy-
lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may not 
have the lift power to do so. 
Another example is the Kake – Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest 
Service failed to authorize a pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 

b. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass.  

The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest 
Service, identified over 200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, 
many of which could have been accessed through the 2008 Forest Plan’s 
Transportation and Utility System (TUS)  Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass 
Transition Plan) the management proscriptions for developing utility lines and 
maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest Plan’s TUS LUD corridors (that 
connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and utility 
grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction.  
This “springing” LUD was a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to 
manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also allowing for the 
development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs 
without having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest 
Service’s removal of the TUS LUD corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment 
process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing utilities and an 
energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development 
are compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule.  

c. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects  
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97- 
01, will be subject to the prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 
(“The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access 
and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility 
company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing 
permit or contract.”) (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that 
exception.  
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 
1indicates that for “[s]pecial-use authorizations (such as communications sites, 
electric transmission lines, pipelines),” existing facilities are not affected but “future 
developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one 
of the exceptions applies.”21  
There is a short discussion in the Rule’s Preamble regarding application of § 294-14 
(a) to continued access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 

The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights 
of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure 
safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22  

Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the 
application of the inclusio unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would 
mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new roads for such development. 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion 
that road construction in support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in 
IRAs: 

Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were 
concerned about the impact of the rule on special uses and requested 
clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in 
inventoried roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone 
lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and reservoirs. 

Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule 
would not suspend or modify any existing permit, contract, or other 
legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National 
Forest System lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to 
maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 

Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the 
Final Rule, describes the impact of the Final Rule on “Special Use authorizations 
(such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)” as follows: 
“Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 

 

21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added).  
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
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roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions 
applies.”24  
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply 
failed to address the contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 
2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be resolved by adoption of the Total 
Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites.  
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
 
EXPLANATION: 

Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development 
whether those claims are located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We 
cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or miners’ rights under the 1872 
Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one knows 
where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and 
grade.  
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the 
prohibition on road construction in IRAs: “A road is needed pursuant to reserved or 
outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty.” But there are simply no 
criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a road is 
needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is “reasonable 
access” is completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
“Leaving it up” to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is 
“reasonable access’ or when a road is “needed” does not adequately protect access 
rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the Quartz Hill Project was 
adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service 
denied a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 

 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. 
SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 1305 (9th Cir. 1983).  
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the 
road needed to move that volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-
foot access road from a forest road at the old Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack 
group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of Wales 
Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made 
February 12, 2010, but authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the 
road is adjacent to an IRA  
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 
permits in IRAs - mostly for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved 
non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these approvals cover drilling the 
same area, but in a different year.  
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core 
that can be extracted. Thus, without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with 
limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a project while protecting 
investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies 
require greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation.  
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone 
extraction of large tonnage metallurgical test mill ‘bulk’ samples. Thus, exploration 
requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add certainty to resource/reserve 
information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens 
of millions - to fly in large rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, 
personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is 
highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3) exception would allow 
roads for these purposes. 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific 
rule that authorizes roads for mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that 
meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. § 228 (a). Thus, the requirements for 
authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs would 
be the same. 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be 
pulled, and water bars installed. These areas can then be managed for “roadless 
characteristics,” as has been done with many former logging roads which now 
provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits.   
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

6. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 – 9): The cutting and removal of 
trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine development is 
authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. 
Cutting and removal of trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
EXPLANATION: 

Currently, 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees 
in IRAs that is “incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise 
prohibited by this subpart.” The level of exploration needed to develop a mine on 
the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development requires 
even more cutting and removal of trees. 
While “reasonable access” is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of 
trees associated with mining exploration and development does not appear to be 
allowed. 36 C.F.R. § 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the cutting or removal of timber 
“incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart.” The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the 
Tongass National Forest requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine 
development would typically require even significantly more cutting and removal of 
trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal and development 
rock stockpile if trees could not be cut?  
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule 
and ROD of what this section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 
2001 Rule and ROD states: “Such management activities are expected to be rare and 
to focus on small diameter trees.”26 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The Coalition therefore urges 
that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

7. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs 
shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 

 
25 Ibid., at page 3258.  
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations 
were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

EXPLANATION: 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to 
new leases for minerals subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including 
geothermal resources, “because of the potentially significant environmental impacts 
that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas.”27 There also is no 
explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which 
are allowed, are different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a 
source of renewable energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the 
CAC’s recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is 
the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE 
FOLLOWING CAC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION 
ALTERNATIVE: 

1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation the 
following new exception for Forest Health be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of 
hazard trees that reduce risk to the public, blowdown/windfall management, 
and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 

2. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom 
and traditional uses is authorized. 

 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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3. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that the following new exception for fish and wildlife habitat 
be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

4. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the 
following new exception for road building be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 
36 C.F.R § 294.12) is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on 
the project. 

5. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the following 
new exception for biofuels be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential 
and municipal needs is authorized and will comply with current standards 
and regulations for harvest. 

6. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for municipal watersheds be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and 
management is authorized and such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the 
project. 

7. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that a new exception for Roads in TUS corridors identified in 
the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of 
the regional transportation system should be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. This 
includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to 
provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, 
including maintenance of such roads and facilities. 

8. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that a 
new exception be added to the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road 
access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, 
enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other 
permitted aquaculture facility or activity, including mariculture should be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. 

Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by 
selection of the Total Exemption Alternative – Alternative 6. 

CONCLUSION 

There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass 
that already prohibit development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific 
stream protections built into the TTRA. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides 
additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet the 
requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would 
be examined by decision makers and the public through the NEPA process. The 
blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do not really provide 
environmental and resource protection – just barriers.  

For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an 
unnecessary barrier to the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast 
Alaska: 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not 
include the CAC recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only 
alternative that can implement the CAC recommendations), the Coalition joins the 
State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in urging USDA to again 
select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 

Thank you,  

                  
Robert Venables, Executive Director     Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
Southeast Conference         Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna 
Hall, Executive Director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have 
been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the following: 
   
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director  Owen Graham, Executive Director 
Alaska Miners Association   Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President              Craig Dahl, Executive Director  
First Things First Alaska Foundation  Juneau Chamber of Commerce  
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director   Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer 
Greater Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce     Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
   
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO                   Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce   Associated General Contractors of  
       Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO      Neil MacKinnon, President  
Alaska Support Industry Alliance           Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President   Randy Johnson, President 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
   
Lance Miller, President    Paul Axelson 
Red Diamond Mining Company  Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea                                           Jason Custer, Vice President 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc.   Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President    Mike Wilson, President 
First Bank      Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor 
City of Ketchikan 
 
cc:  The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 

The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young  
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Introduction  

In early 2018, the State of Alaska submitted a petition to the US Department of Agriculture 

(USDA) to exempt the State of Alaska from the 2001 National Roadless Conservation Rule 

(Roadless Rule). In August 2018, Alaska Governor Bill Walker and Secretary of Agriculture 

Sonny Purdue signed a memorandum of understanding (MOU), agreeing to cooperatively 

undertake a state-specific roadless rulemaking process to address roadless management and 

access concerns on the Tongass National Forest.1  

In late August 2018, the US Forest Service (USFS) released a notice of intent (NOI) to prepare an 

environmental impact statement and initiate a public rulemaking process to address the 

management of Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs) on the Tongass National Forest. Shortly 

thereafter, in September 2018, Governor Walker issued Administrative Order 299 to establish 

the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee (the Committee) to provide an 

opportunity for Southeast Alaskans to advise the State of Alaska on the future management of 

IRAs in the Tongass National Forest. The Committee was charged with providing 

recommendations to assist the State in fulfilling its role as a cooperating agency under the 

MOU. The Committee’s specific task was to present a written report on the rulemaking process 

to the Governor and State Forester, which may include options for a state-specific Roadless Rule 

for possible inclusion in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review process. These 

options would be in addition to the USFS alternatives of a full exemption to the Roadless Rule 

and a “no action” alternative that would leave the Roadless Rule in its present form.  

The State of Alaska Cooperating Agency Team will consider input from the Committee in the 

development of information it provides to the USFS for incorporation into the environmental 

impact statement and public rulemaking process. The intent is to develop a state-specific 

Roadless Rule that establishes a land classification system designed to conserve Roadless Area 

characteristics in the Tongass National Forest while accommodating timber harvesting and road 

construction/reconstruction activities that are determined by the State to be necessary for forest 

management, economic development opportunities, such as recreation, tourism, energy, and 

mining, among others, and the exercise of valid existing rights or other non-discretionary legal 

authorities. 

Committee Process 

Thirteen Committee members were selected by Governor Walker to represent a diversity of 

perspectives, including Alaska Native corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, 

tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local government, and the Alaska Division of 

                                                      
1 The rulemaking process is referred to as the Alaska Roadless Rule, but at this time applies only to the 

Tongass National Forest and not the Chugach National Forest. Hereafter, the rulemaking process will be 

referred to as the Alaska Roadless Rule, but the Committee was charged with providing 

recommendations for the Tongass National Forest only.  

http://forestry.alaska.gov/Assets/pdfs/whats_new/MOU%20USFS%20AK%20State%20Roadless.pdf
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-08-30/pdf/2018-18937.pdf
http://www.merid.org/AKroadless/~/media/Files/Projects/AK%20Roadless/090618%20AO%20299%20%20Establishing%20the%20Alaska%20Roadless%20Rule%20Citizen%20Advisory%20Committee%20Signed.pdf
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Forestry. A USFS representative served in an ex officio capacity to provide technical expertise for 

the Committee’s deliberations. The Committee was facilitated by Meridian Institute, a non-

profit organization that helps people solve complex and often controversial problems, make 

informed decisions, and implement solutions that improve lives, the economy, and the 

environment. A full list of Committee and staff members is included in Appendix A. 

The Committee met for three in-person meetings in the fall of 2018 (October 2-3 in Juneau; 

October 24-26 in Ketchikan; and November 6-8 in Sitka). Meetings were open to the public and 

each meeting included an opportunity for public comment. Meeting agendas and summaries 

are available at www.merid.org/akroadless. A glossary of frequently used terms and acronyms 

is provided in Appendix B.   

Following development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) in late 

spring/early summer 2019, the Committee will reconvene to review the components and 

alternatives included in the DEIS, and the outcomes of the analysis. At this point, the 

Committee will provide additional input to the State to consider in its feedback on to the USFS 

on the DEIS. The Committee may reconvene at various other points in the process to assist the 

State, including leading up to the release of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) in 

spring 2020.  

Principles for Options Development 

The Committee developed a list of key principles to frame the development of options to be 

considered by the State of Alaska in the rulemaking process. The list served as a set of working 

assumptions that do not represent full consensus of the group but do reflect the key issues they 

considered when drafting options. The group considered whether options reflect the following 

principles:  

• Pragmatic;   

• Flexible;   

• Durable/sustainable (i.e., stand the test of time);   

• Balanced between protection and access;   

• Beneficial for sustainable community economic development;   

• Affordable/economically feasible;   

• Workable at the local decision-making level;   

• Consider the Tongass as a multi-use forest;  

• Provide certainty and predictability; and   

• Represent options in addition to the no-action and complete exemption alternatives. 

Options Development Process 

The Committee worked together to identify a range of options that reflect the needs of Alaskans 

and which included the interests represented by all Committee members, other interests not 

represented within the Committee, and public comment and testimony shared with the 

http://www.merid.org/
http://www.merid.org/akroadless
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Committee. These options were issue-driven, and responsive to the Governor’s request outlined 

in the Administrative Order.   

Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 

The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of each of the four 

options. While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include the 

Roadless Area exceptions for analysis in all of the options put forward by the Committee.  

The intent of the Committee is to provide these exceptions as valuable input and 

recommendations for the State of Alaska, the USFS, and other cooperating partners for 

consideration during the NEPA process, in the development of the Alaska Roadless Rule, and 

as possible eventual Rule components. The exceptions language developed here can guide 

development activities in a manner that meaningfully addresses local economic development 

concerns by providing access and certainty for industries in the region, while balancing roadless 

conservation needs.  

Land Base Options 

When identifying potential changes to Roadless Area boundaries, the Committee considered 

the following geographic elements:  

• “Roaded Roadless” areas;  

• Land Use Designations (LUDs) designated in the 2016 Tongass National Forest Land 

and Resource Management Plan (TLMP); and 

• The Tongass 77 (T77) watersheds and The Nature Conservancy (TNC)/Audubon 

conservation priority areas, both referenced in the 2016 TLMP.  

From these elements, the Committee developed a range of four land base options which fall 

between the no action and full exemption alternatives. These represent options to consider for 

analysis and are not recommendations for what the Committee expects or desires to see as the 

final Alaska Roadless Rule. 

Alaska Roadless Area Characteristics 

The island archipelago and rugged landscapes that characterizes the 16.7 million-acre Tongass 

National Forest, which covers the majority of Southeast Alaska, makes this region unique. The 

Tongass is an archipelago composed of deep-water fjords dissecting a rugged mountainous 

mainland coastline interspersed with glaciers and extensive ice-fields. With approximately 

18,000 miles of saltwater shoreline, ocean sounds, straits, and fjords separate over a thousand 

islands (representing 40% of the total land area), including a dozen very large mountainous 

islands offering numerous bays providing sheltered moorage. 94% of Southeast Alaska is 

federally managed lands, and, of that, 60% is set aside as Congressionally-designated 

Wilderness, National Parks, and National Monuments.  
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The lands and waters of the Tongass sustain a unique Alaskan way of life that is highly 

desirable to the people who live in these places—often specifically for the remote characteristics, 

subsistence activities, and independent lifestyles afforded by these places, or, for Alaska 

Natives, for the cultural and spiritual ties to this place.  

However, those same characteristics also create a situation where the isolated and remote 

nature of these communities—which most often do not have physical road connections to other 

places—lead to high energy costs and unemployment rates, limited access to health care, and 

other social and economic hardships associated with isolated rural communities. Communities 

in Alaska often balance a fine line between maintaining the characteristics that they value and 

that make their communities unique and conserving the resources they use and depend on, 

while also ensuring economic development and opportunities for employment, economic 

activity, healthcare, safety, and connections with other communities. 

The 73,000 residents spread across 34 communities in Southeast Alaska are often heavily reliant 

on the natural resources provided by the Tongass National Forest and surrounding lands and 

waters. These resources include minerals, renewable energy, salmon and other fisheries, timber, 

nature-based tourism, guided fishing and hunting, and residents and visitors that are in the 

region because of the surrounding natural environment. Preserving multi-use capacity in the 

Tongass is critical to sustaining the regional economy and the welfare of its residents. The 

Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people continue to live in this place, their homeland, and rely on 

those same natural resources described above for their economies, social needs, cultures, and 

ways of life. 

With this context in mind, the 2001 Roadless Conservation Area characteristics do not align 

with the unique characteristics found in Alaska. The unique roadless characteristics represented 

by the Roadless Areas in the Tongass National Forest include the following: 

• Alaska Native people who have been on this land for more than 10,000 years, and for 

whom this place has cultural and spiritual significance. The use of places, sites, waters, 

structures, resources, and objects are historically significant in the beliefs, customs, 

practices, and perpetuation of the culture(s) of communities and indigenous peoples of 

the area. While the Alaska Native people now share this place with other residents, it is 

critical that they continue to have the ability to sustain their cultures and their 

communities through economic, social, and cultural opportunities.  

• Expansive areas where high quality intact habitat exist and ecosystems function with 

all of their native species and components; there are no listed or endangered species; and 

invasive species are generally not present. These areas function as biological strongholds 

and refuges for many species, harbor a diversity of plant and animal communities, and 

serve as a globally significant example of a temperate rainforest ecosystem that is both 

utilized and conserved by the people that live within and adjacent to it. Species exist in 

Alaska Roadless Areas that are endangered, threatened, or reduced in other places on 

the continent.  
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• Opportunities for economic development of visitor industry products, including remote-

setting guided nature tours to view wildlife, hunt, fish, and hike. Alaska Roadless Areas 

contribute to a regional resource of undeveloped lands that are an important resource 

for a segment of the visitor sector – an important component of the matrix of Tongass 

lands that provide opportunity for medium to larger groups to go ashore in a 

wilderness-type setting. The intact ecological systems in these areas, with natural 

settings and iconic fish and wildlife, are a draw for visitors. 

• Stands of old growth forests. These old growth forests are nationally and globally 

significant because they exist in quantities and extensions in Alaska like few other places 

on the planet. They support subsistence and traditional hunting and gathering, unique 

plant and wildlife populations, a significant volume of sequestered carbon and 

forest/soil processes that mitigate climate change and represent a globally significant 

reference landscape and intact old growth forest ecosystem. 

• Multiple species of fish (including salmon) harvested for subsistence and personal use, 

commercial fisheries, and tourism and guided recreational fishing. Salmon, trout, char, 

and hooligan of the Tongass National Forest are harvested in subsistence fisheries and 

for personal use by local residents. Salmon and trout are also the basis of tourism and 

guided fisheries enjoyed by thousands of visitors, supporting hundreds of tourism and 

support businesses. The commercial fisheries derived from Tongass streams and rivers 

produce a significant proportion of the total Alaska salmon harvest, and support fishing 

and processing jobs for thousands of local residents and nonresidents.  

• High-quality scenery, especially scenery with natural-appearing landscapes, is a 

primary quality that people value in Alaska Roadless Areas. Quality scenery 

contributes directly to the quality of life and recreation opportunities for residents, 

property owners, and visitors.  

• Watersheds that are important sources of public drinking water and water sources for 

fish and aquatic resources, including hatcheries. State regulations are currently enforced 

and applied using the most restrictive standard for water quality criterion as listed in 18 

AAC 70. Careful management of these watersheds is crucial in maintaining the flow of 

clean water to local communities, and to support continued production of fisheries and 

aquatic food webs. 

• An important source of subsistence resources for Alaskans. Roadless Areas are rich in 

important subsistence resources, including game, fish, and foraging resources for those 

residents whose use and access rights are specifically recognized and guaranteed by the 

Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA). 

• A major source of economic activity for Southeast Alaskans. The Tongass National 

Forest surrounds 34 communities and approximately 73,000 year-round residents. These 

residents heavily rely on Roadless Areas for economic activities, including mining, 

visitor products, ocean products, forest products, energy production, and other 

economic activities. 
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Alaska Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 

The Committee recommends the following Roadless Area exceptions be included as an integral 

part of each of the options to be considered by the Governor and State Forester in the 

rulemaking process.2  

A. Road construction and reconstruction in Inventoried Roadless Areas 

Section 294.12 of the 2001 Roadless Rule identified the road construction and reconstruction 

prohibitions, and exemptions and exceptions to the prohibitions, as stated: “A road may not be 

constructed or reconstructed in inventoried roadless areas of the National Forest System, except 

as provided in this section. Notwithstanding this prohibition, a road may be constructed or 

reconstructed in an inventoried roadless area if the Responsible Official determines that one of 

the below circumstances exists.” 

The Committee recommends the following additional language be applied to the exceptions 

criteria:  

All such road construction or reconstruction will be in compliance with existing laws and 

regulations, including for the protection of fish and wildlife resources and habitat. Maintenance 

of classified roads is permissible in IRAs. 

The current exceptions in the 2001 Roadless Rule include the following, and the Committee 

recommends that they should remain in place in the Alaska Roadless Rule. 

1. A road is needed to protect public health and safety in cases of an imminent threat of flood, 

fire, or other catastrophic event that, without intervention, would cause the loss of life or 

property;  

2. A road is needed to conduct a response action under the Comprehensive Environmental 

Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) or to conduct a natural resource 

restoration action under CERCLA, Section 311 of the Clean Water Act, or the Oil Pollution 

Act;  

3. A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or 

treaty3;  

  

                                                      
2 These exceptions would apply to all Roadless Areas across the Tongass National Forest. They would not 

apply to areas outside of designated Roadless Areas, as these would be managed through a separate 

Forest planning process. 
3 This includes all rights codified in ANILCA, including R.S. 2477, the right to access inholdings. 
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4. Road realignment is needed to prevent irreparable resource damage that arises from the 

design, location, use, or deterioration of a classified road and that cannot be mitigated by 

road maintenance. Road realignment may occur under this paragraph only if the road is 

deemed essential for public or private access, natural resource management, or public 

health and safety;  

5. Road reconstruction is needed to implement a road safety improvement project on a 

classified road determined to be hazardous on the basis of accident experience or accident 

potential on that road;  

6. The Secretary of Agriculture determines that a Federal Aid Highway project, authorized 

pursuant to Title 23 of the United States Code, is in the public interest or is consistent with 

the purposes for which the land was reserved or acquired, and no other reasonable and 

prudent alternative exists; or  

7. A road is needed in conjunction with the continuation, extension, or renewal of a mineral 

lease on lands that are under lease by the Secretary of the Interior as of January 12, 2001 or 

for a new lease issued immediately upon expiration of an existing lease. Roads constructed 

or reconstructed pursuant to this paragraph must be obliterated when no longer needed for 

the purposes of the lease or upon termination or expiration of the lease, whichever is sooner.  

The Committee recommends that the following exceptions be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 for 

inclusion in an Alaska Roadless Rule: 

8. Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska 

Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 

connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be 

permitted. Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or 

easement if it provides a lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least 

Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 

9. Roads in all Section 4407 Easements as Congress enacted in August 2005 in the Safe, 

Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-

LU; Public Law 109-59) shall be permitted. Adjustment of these Easements shall be allowed 

outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower cost alternative or provides an 

alignment that is the LEDPA. 

10. A road to access Congressionally-authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan 

Routes (PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast 

Conference shall be permitted.  

11. A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. 

§ 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 

same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being 

permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 
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12. A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 

C.F.R. Part 228 in the same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 

operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

13. A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their transmission 

infrastructure, including their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the 

application for the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA National 

Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected from renewable resources, 

which are naturally replenished on a human timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, 

waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 

14. A road included in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to provide access 

and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, sanitary landfills, 

connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, including maintenance of 

such roads and these facilities, shall be an allowed use. 

15. A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall 

be permitted.   

16. A road to access an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, 

enhancement, and rehabilitation activities, fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish hatcheries, 

spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture 

facilities or activities, including mariculture, shall be permitted. 

B. Timber cutting, sale, or removal in Inventoried Roadless Areas  

Section 294.13 of the 2001 Roadless Rule identified the timber cutting, sale, or removal 

prohibitions in IRAs, and exemptions and exceptions to the prohibitions. The Committee 

recommends the following be included as additional exceptions to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13 in an 

Alaska Roadless Rule.  

1. Mining Exploration and Development. While “reasonable access” is technically permitted 

in IRAs, cutting and removal of trees associated with mining exploration and development 

does not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b)(2) authorizes the cutting or removal of 

trees “incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 

this subpart.” The necessary level of exploration to develop a mine on the Tongass National 

Forest requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require 

even more cutting and removal of trees.  

However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule of what 

this section authorizes.4 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule states: “Such 

management activities are expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees.”5 

                                                      
4 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3258.  
5 2001 Roadless Rule., at page 3257. 
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Accordingly, a new exception for Alaska-specific rulemaking be added to 36 C.F.R. § 

294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine 

development is authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 

development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. Cutting and 

removal of trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

2. Hydroelectric and Other Renewable Energy Infrastructure and Transmission 

Infrastructure Development. The Committee recommends that the following new 

exception for hydroelectric and other renewable energy projects and related infrastructure 

be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to the construction and maintenance of 

hydroelectric and other renewable energy projects and related infrastructure, including 

transmission, is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

3. Forest Health. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for Forest 

Health be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees 

that reduce risk to the public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and 

disease management, is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the 

project. 

4. Alaska Native Culture. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for 

Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and 

traditional uses is authorized. 

5. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Committee recommends that the following 

new exception for fish and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is 

authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

6. Road Building. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for road 

building be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R § 

294.12) is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
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7. Biofuels. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for biofuels be 

added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and 

municipal needs is authorized and will comply with current standards and regulations 

for harvest. 

8. Municipal Watersheds. The Committee recommends that the following new exception for 

municipal watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management 

is authorized and such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

C. Geography-specific Exemptions  

The Committee recommends that the following geography-specific exemptions be added to 

an Alaska Roadless Rule: 

1. An exemption to the Alaska Roadless Rule is allowed in the experimental forest LUD for 

projects and activities prioritized, defined, and undertaken for forest research goals and 

activities for those specific forests. 

2. The boundaries of the T77 areas shall be modified to conform to the watershed boundaries 

of the fish-bearing waters of each T77 area, recognizing that some T77 areas may contain 

multiple fish-bearing watersheds.6 Lands outside of the modified T77 boundaries that are 

within development LUDs shall be exempted from the Alaska Roadless Rule and evaluated 

for stewardship and restoration opportunity at the project-level. 7,8 

Approval Process 

The Committee recommends the following changes to the approval process for an Alaska 

Roadless Rule: 

Vest authority for approving projects in roadless areas with a “responsible local official,” 

and define “responsible local official” as the Forest Supervisor. 

                                                      
6 Changes to T77 boundaries may be modified on a project-specific basis, when proposed projects are 

adjacent to or within the boundaries of the T77 area(s), or the modifications may be undertaken as a full 

planning process that assesses and modifies all T77 boundaries during the same process.  
7 As noted in the land base options denoted on page 8, some options include these geographic-based 

exemptions while others do not. This is for consideration during NEPA analysis.  
8 The boundaries of the T77 areas are currently identified by value comparison units (VCUs), which can 

differ from the geographic boundaries of the physical watersheds.  
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Land Base Options 

Based on detailed Committee discussion and the wide range of public input received, the 

Committee developed a range of four potential land base options for consideration. These 

represent options to consider for analysis, not recommendations for what the Committee 

expects or desires to see as the final Alaska Roadless Rule. The exceptions language as 

presented in this report are integral to each option below. The Committee intends that options 

A-D be analyzed, including the exceptions outlined above as components of each option.   

While the exceptions language provides for opportunities for access for specific activities, the 

land base options revise the geographic boundaries of the Roadless Areas, thereby allowing for 

increased access and activities in areas that fall outside of the newly determined geographic 

boundaries. When discussing options for timber harvest and increasing the land base for timber 

production, the Committee focused on changes to the geographic boundaries of Roadless Areas 

(i.e., removing lands from Roadless), as opposed to including specific exceptions for commercial 

timber harvest. In each option, where lands are removed from Roadless Areas, the management 

prescriptions of the underlying LUD as outlined in the 2016 TLMP would take effect. 

The descriptions below provide an overview of proposed revisions, additions, and adjustments 

to existing IRAs in the Tongass National Forest. Table 1 on page 13 provides a side-by-side 

comparison of all options. The “no action” alternative and “full exemption” alternative are 

shown for demonstrative purposes only and were not considered by the Committee.  

Option A 

Option A maintains IRA boundaries as defined in the 2001 Roadless Rule with the exception of 

roaded Roadless areas.  

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be removed from IRAs in Option A: 

• Roaded Roadless areas.  

The following currently designated Roadless areas will be retained (remain) in IRAs in Option A: 

• All existing Roadless Areas in timber production, scenic viewshed, and modified 

landscape LUDs that are not in roaded Roadless areas.  

• All TNC/Audubon areas and T77 watersheds in existing IRAs. (Note that Option A does 

not incorporate the full geographic exemptions language. This option excludes 

Geographic Exemption 2 that details modifications to T77 boundaries.)   

• Current Roadless Areas covered by the mineral overlay LUD (unless located in roaded 

Roadless areas). 

• All IRAs in non-development LUDs.  

The following areas that are not currently designated as Roadless will be added to IRAs in 

Option A:  

• All LUD II areas not currently located in IRAs.  



Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee Final Report • November 21, 2018                                          Page 12 

Option B 

Option B removes a greater land base from IRAs than Option A. 

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be removed from IRAs in Option B: 

• Roaded Roadless areas, 

• Timber production LUD. 

• Modified landscape LUD.  

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be retained (remain) in IRAs in Option 

B: 

• Scenic viewsheds. 

• All roadless TNC/Audubon areas and the T77, even if they are in timber production or 

modified landscape LUDs.  

• Roadless Areas covered by the mineral overlay LUD (unless located in roaded Roadless 

areas). 

• All IRAs in non-development LUDs.  

The following areas that are not currently designated as Roadless will be added to IRAs in 

Option B: 

• All LUD II areas not currently located in IRAs.  

Option C 

Option C removes additional acreage from IRAs. 

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be removed from IRAs in Option C: 

• Roaded Roadless Areas, 

• Timber production LUD,  

• Modified landscape LUD. 

• TNC/Audubon areas in timber production and modified landscape LUDs.  

Option C also removes mineral overlay LUDs from IRAs on a project-specific basis when 

mineral development opportunities are identified. 

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be retained (remain) in IRAs in Option 

C: 

• Scenic viewsheds 

• All roadless T77, even if they are in timber production or modified landscape LUDs.  

• All IRAs in non-development LUDs.  

The following areas that are not currently designated as Roadless will be added to IRAs in 

Option C: 

• All LUD II areas not currently located in IRAs.  
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Option D 

Option D removes the most acreage from IRAs of all of the options.  

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be removed from IRAs in Option D: 

• Roaded Roadless Areas. 

• Timber production LUD.  

• Modified landscape LUD.  

• Scenic viewshed LUD. 

• Mineral Overlay LUD.    

Option D also removes all T77 and TNC/Audubon Conservation Areas currently in IRAs that 

fall within timber production, modified landscape, and scenic viewshed LUDs. 

The following currently designated Roadless Areas will be retained (remain) in IRAs in Option 

D: 

• All IRAs in non-development LUDs.  

No new areas will be added to IRAs in Option D. 
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Table 1. Land Base Options 
 No Action A B C D Full 

Exemption 
Roaded Roadless RR      
Timber Production LUD RR  RR     
Modified Landscape LUD RR RR     
Scenic Viewshed LUD RR RR RR RR   
TNC/Audubon Areas in Development LUDS RR RR RR    

T 77 in Development LUDs RR RR RR RR   
LUD II (outside of current IRAs)  RR RR RR   
Non-Development LUDS RR RR RR RR RR  
Mineral Overlay LUD RR RR RR Remove as 

approved 
  

Forest-wide Exceptions: 
• Cultural 
• Mining access 
• Transport & utility (power and water) 

corridors (incl. flexibility of location) 
• Renewable Energy 
• Restoration & management 
• Hatcheries  
• Subsistence  

Existing 
Exceptions 
 

Existing + 
Additional 
Exceptions 

Existing + 
Additional 
Exceptions 

Existing + 
Additional 
Exceptions 

Existing + 
Additional 
Exceptions 
 

 

Geographic-based Exceptions 
• Experimental Forests 
• T77 Boundaries 

 Experimental 
Forests only 

Both Both Both  

Existing Laws, Regulations, Standards 
(e.g., Mining Law of 1872, 4407 easements, 
TLMP S&G’s) 

Apply Apply Apply Apply Apply Apply 
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Chris Maisch 
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Eric Nichols 
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Andrew Thoms 

Sitka Conservation Society 

 

Jan Trigg 
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Robert Venables 
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Mark Vinsel 

United Fishermen of Alaska 
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Meridian Institute 
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Meridian Institute 

 

Connie Lewis 

Meridian Institute 

 

Diana Portner 

Meridian Institute
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Appendix B: Glossary 

Development LUD – Land use designations that permit commercial timber harvest and other 

commercial activities (including timber production, modified landscape, scenic viewshed, and 

experimental forest LUDs) and convert some of the old-growth forest to early-to mid-

successional, regulated forests. 

Experimental forest – Experimental forest is a development LUD that aims to provide for long-

term opportunities for forest research and demonstration essential to managing forest 

resources. Each experimental forest is managed for the purposes for which is was established. 

Non-research types of activities and uses may be compatible with, and do not interfere with, 

research or demonstration objectives.9 

Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs) – Inventoried Roadless Areas are inventoried tracts of 

National Forest System land characterized as having an undeveloped character. They were 

initially identified during the Roadless Area Resource Evaluation of 1972 (RARE I) and the 

RARE II of 1979.10 

Land use designations (LUDs) – LUDs are designated by the USFS in the 2016 Tongass 

National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (TLMP). The Tongass is subdivided and 

“zoned” into LUDs, which is how the USFS accommodates multiple uses across one land base 

to meet social, economic, and ecological needs. The designations allow various resource 

activities to occur in specifically designated areas across the forest. For a complete list of LUDs 

in the Tongass, please see the 2016 TLMP.  

LUD II – The desired condition for LUD II is described in the TLMP: “Areas in this LUD are 

characterized by extensive, generally unmodified natural environments, and retain their 

wildland character. Ecological processes and natural conditions are only minimally affected by 

past or current human uses or activities. Users have the opportunity to experience a high-to-

moderate degree of independence, closeness to nature, solitude, and remoteness, and may 

pursue activities requiring self-reliance, challenge, and risk. Interactions between users are 

infrequent. Recreational facilities and structures are primitive.”11 LUD II is defined and 

managed similarly to Congressionally-designated Wilderness areas. 

Mineral overlay LUD – The mineral overlay LUD aims to encourage the prospecting, 

exploration, development, mining, and processing of locatable and leasable minerals in areas 

with the highest potential for minerals development, by overriding  the underlying LUD 

managing that land base to authorize road development to, and mining-related timber harvest 

in, such locatable and leasable prospecting, exploration, development, mining and processing 

                                                      
9 2016 TLMP. 
10 USFS, Inventoried Roadless Areas. 
11 2016 TLMP. 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb5196563.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf
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sites that meet the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Section 228. During the period before approval of a 

specific Minerals Plan of Operations, the underlying LUD(s) continue to apply to the project 

area. 

Modified landscape – Modified landscape is a development LUD that aims to provide a 

sustained yield of timber and a mix of resource activities while minimizing the visibility of 

developments in the foreground distance zone. In areas managed under the Modified 

Landscape LUD, forest visitors, recreationists, and others using popular Travel Routes and Use 

Areas will view a somewhat modified landscape. Management activities in the visual 

foreground will be subordinate to the characteristic landscape but may dominate the landscape 

in the middle and backgrounds. Within the foreground, timber harvest units are typically small 

and affect only a small percentage of the seen area at any one point in time. Roads, facilities, 

and other structures are also subordinate to the foreground landscape. Recreation opportunities 

associated with natural-appearing to modified settings are available. A variety of successional 

stages provide a range of wildlife habitat conditions. Timber is produced.12 

Non-development LUDs – Land use designations that do not permit commercial timber 

harvest. Wilderness and natural setting LUDs make up the non-development LUDs. These 

include: 

Wilderness 

Wilderness national monument 

Non-wilderness national monument 

LUD II 

Remote recreation 

Semi-remote recreation 

Old-growth habitat 

Municipal watershed 

Research natural area 

Special interest area 

Wild river 

Scenic river 

Recreational river 

Roaded Roadless Areas – Roaded Roadless Areas constitute approximately 80,000 acres in the 

Tongass National Forest and represent places that are included on the list of IRAs, but do not 

meet the criteria for Roadless Areas. These discrepancies are primarily due to the period from 

2003–2008 when the Tongass was exempt from the National Rule, with some discrepancy 

coming from the period following the implementation of the 2001 Rule, when projects that were 

permitted before the Rule was implemented were allowed to proceed. 

Scenic viewshed – Scenic viewshed is a development LUD that seeks “to provide a sustained 

yield of timber and a mix of resource activities while minimizing the visibility of developments 

as seen from Visual Priority Travel Routes and Use Areas.” It recognizes the scenic values of 

suitable forest lands viewed from selected popular roads, trails, water travel routes, recreation 

sites, bays, and anchorages, and to modify timber practices accordingly, while simultaneously 

                                                      
12 2016 TLMP. 

 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf
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providing a supply of timber from the Tongass National Forest that meets the annual and 

planning-cycle market demand.13 

The Nature Conservancy/Audubon Conservation Priority Areas – The TNC/Audubon 

Conservation Priority Areas were identified by a group of scientists as the parts of the Tongass 

National Forest with the highest ecological value in terms of wildlife habitat and high-

producing stands. Both organizations have adopted these places as priority areas for protection 

from additional development. 

Timber production LUD – Timber production is a development LUD that aims to maintain and 

promote wood production from forest lands that are suitable for timber production, providing a 

continuous supply of wood to meet society’s needs, and to manage these lands for sustained 

long-term timber yield. Suitable forest lands are managed for the production of sawtimber and 

other wood products on an even-flow, long-term sustained yield basis. An extensive road 

system provides access for timber management activities, recreation uses, hunting and fishing, 

and other public and administrative uses; some roads may be closed, either seasonally or year-

long, to address resource concerns. Management activities will generally dominate most seen 

areas. Tree stands are healthy and with a mix of age classes from young stands to trees of 

harvestable age, often in 40- to 100-acre stands. Recreation opportunities, associated with 

roaded settings from Semi-Primitive to Roaded Modified, are available. A variety of wildlife 

habitats, predominantly in the early and middle successional stages, are present.14 

Tongass 77 (T77) Watersheds – The Tongass 77 watersheds are key watersheds in Southeast 

Alaska for salmon habitat, identified based on a scientific assessment of Southeast Alaska’s 

Coastal Forests and Mountains Ecoregion (Schoen and Dovichin 2007). The watersheds include 

the top-ranking watersheds within all 14 biogeographic provinces in Southeast Alaska not 

under permanent protection, based on values for all five salmon species and steelhead trout, the 

top-ranking watersheds for each individual species, and watersheds which capture other key 

ecosystem values or which rank in the top 10% of salmon-producing watersheds in the 

Tongass.15 

Value Comparison Units (VCUs) – VCUs provide a means for dividing the landscape into 

manageable sets of watersheds that typically share similar geomorphic characteristics. A VCU 

combines several watersheds with similar elevations, terrain, stream types, and habitat areas. 

They generally follow watershed boundaries, although in some cases the boundaries are 

different. USFS uses VCUs rather than watershed boundaries in the TLMP, for example, when 

delineating protections for the T77 watersheds. In some cases, this means the boundaries that 

are protected by the TLMP are different than those delineated in the original watershed 

analysis. 

                                                      
13 2016 TLMP. 
14 Ibid. 
15 Melanie Smith, Tongass 77 Watersheds. 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd527907.pdf
http://ak.audubon.org/sites/g/files/amh551/f/t77_subsection_seak_atlas_ch07_human_uses_200dpi.pdf
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      THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA 
MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF 
ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF ALASKA, INC., 
THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF 
KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK 
MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED 
DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER 
AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC LIGHT & 
POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, 
TYLER RENTAL, FIRST BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019  
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802–1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION  
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to 
comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on October 30, 2019.  
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska 
Forest Association, the Alaska Miners Association, the Associated General 
Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak 
Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the 
Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska 
Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler 
Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and 
associations having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of 
Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in 
urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by 
former Governor Bill Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking 
(Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation member since the 
Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 – Total 
Exemption – as the preferred alternative because: 
 [T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State’s policy preferences 
 as expressed in the incoming Petition. The State’s preference to emphasize 
 rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the Interagency 
 Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive 
 Order 13790 (issued April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural 
 Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the foundations of 
 prosperity. That State’s views on how to balance economic development and 
 environmental protection offer valuable insight when making management 
 decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA’s 
policy preference for managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: “[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass.”2 This policy determination 
has never been changed by the Department.   
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule’s inflexible 
prohibitions on access and development in the Tongass, for the more flexible 
Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of the 2016 Tongass 

 

1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA’s Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
(NPRM). 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land 
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 

 [T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest 
 Service, allowing decisions concerning timber harvest, road construction and 
 roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest to be made by local 
 officials on a case by case basis.3  

 USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: “Accomplishment of social, 
economic, and biological goals can best be met through the management direction 
established through the Tongass Forest Plan.”4 

The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless 
Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
  
 The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less 
 restrictive and addresses Alaska-specific concerns. Specifically, it provides 
 for infrastructure development to connect and support local communities, and 
 road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable 
 minerals. The leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, 
 and/or coal development. In addition, the Roadless Priority ARA includes 
 specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
 are included to improve overall clarity.5 

Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language 
used in Appendix G to implement them.  As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 
2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory authorization language proposed 
by the Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC)  to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and to 

 

3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes 
that the “proposed exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other 
access needs that support isolated rural communities in the unique island 
archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and 
pages 8-10, respectively, of the attached CAC Report).  Instead of the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in each of the 
Alternatives 2 – 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that 
is in the current 2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the 
regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process currently in place that inhibits 
access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 

It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G’s alternatives 2 – 5 contains the CAC’s 
mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions 
and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7  The Coalition requests an 
explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC’s recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. § 294.13.   

Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC 
recommendations  is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional 
Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total 
Exemption (alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in 
implementation of these recommendations, the Coalition strongly urges USDA 
to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption Alternative – as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State’s Petition for Rulemaking and other 
Agency Action, even Total Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 
Roadless Rule.  In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 

 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
7 Consideration of alternatives is “the heart of the environmental impact statement.”  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. “[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with 
the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient to 
permit a reasoned choice.”   Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 F.3d 
723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 
1508, 1520 (9th Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language to implement its New Road Exceptions 8 – 16 
and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP.  Therefore, even with a 
Total Exemption, most of the roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP 
provisions. This is why the State’s petition asked for rule making and for a plan 
revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption.  Although the Secretary granted the 
rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. 
The Coalition urges the Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision 
consistent with Total Exemption.  
 
BACKGROUND 

Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA’s preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its 
interim Roadless Rule in 1999. After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass 
in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final decision in the 2001 Record 
of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass.  

The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional 
organizations and businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds 
including that application of the Roadless Rule to the Tongass violated the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA).  

Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
The Clinton Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there 
was a Need for a national level “whole picture” review of National Forest roadless 
areas because: “Local management planning efforts may not always recognize the 
significance of inventoried roadless areas.”  

But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had 
undergone two Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review 
in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 million acres of Tongass roadless areas 
as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to promulgation of the 
Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule’s Purpose and Need statement did not explain 
why a fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the 
objectives of the Roadless Rule.  
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily 
exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. USDA recognized:  

 Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation’s 
 highway system. Most are surrounded by marine waters and undeveloped 
 National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
 these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of 
 way for utilities to roadless areas of the National Forest System.8 

 USDA observed: 

 Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and 
 most Southeast communities are significantly impacted by the roadless rule. 
 The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the prohibitions in 
 the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in 
 the ANILCA and TTRA legislation.9 

USDA stated: 

The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of 
roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships to local 
communities of applying the roadless rule’s prohibitions to the Tongass, 
outweigh any additional potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore 
warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national forests outside of 
Alaska.10 
 

After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found:  
  
 The final rule reflects the Department’s assessment of how to best implement 
 the letter and spirit of congressional direction along with public values, in 

 

8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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 light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of 
 roadless values already included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the 
 socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule’s 
 prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative 
during its 2003 Rulemaking because:  
 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 
16.8 million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. 
Over three-quarters (78 percent) of these 16.8 million acres are either 
Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas where 
timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are 
designated suitable for commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area 
(300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless areas.12  

 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to 
be, roadless even without the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the 
Tongass would remain roadless even without the Roadless Rule than exists in nearly 
all other National Forests.13  

 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current 
rulemaking that: “The existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would 
continue to provide protections that allow roadless values to prevail on the Tongass 
National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass 
Exemption when environmental groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that 
“the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, supported by the evidence” 
and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the 
Tongass could be protected and social and economic impacts minimized by 
exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 – 4). 

Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the 
Department of Agriculture or overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the 
best option today as it was in 2003. 

Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska 
invalidated the 2003 Tongass Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) 
process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking exempting the Tongass 
from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy 
from applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska 
appealed and prevailed on the process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth 
Circuit, only to lose 6 – 5 on the process point before an en banc panel of the Ninth 
Circuit in 2015. 

Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass 
in August 2011. That case is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome of this rulemaking. 

Alaska’s 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny 
Perdue to engage in rulemaking “to permanently exempt the Tongass National 
Forest from application of the Roadless Rule.” On January 18, 2018 the State filed 
a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for “rulemaking to permanently exempt 
the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State’s Petition correctly 
observes: 

The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD 
and again in the 2010 USDA Brief remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social 
fabric of Southeast Alaska remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while 
the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately protected without 
the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the 
State of Alaska respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant 
this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to immediately undertake 
rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 
Rule.14 

In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture “agreed to address the State’s concerns on 
roadless area management and economic development opportunities in Southeast 
Alaska.” (October 17, 2019 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 
84, No.201 55523).  

As reported in the NPRM 15  Governor Walker appointed a Citizen’ Advisory 
Committee (CAC) “to present a written report on the rulemaking process to the 
Governor and State Forester, which included options for a state-specific roadless 
rule.” “[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska’s 
input, as a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of 
alternatives.” Id. 

It consisted of 13 members who were “intended to represent a diversity of 
perspectives, including Alaska Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, 
conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local government, and the 
Alaska Division of Forestry.”  Id. 

TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT 
TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting 
Total Exemption as the Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other 
protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife and untouched landscapes. 
These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values.  

 
14 State’s January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in 
ANILCA and the TTRA remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains 
in place along with regulations governing forest management and timber sales 
required by the National Forest Management Act.  In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 

Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns 
about increased clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect 
when the Tongass Exemption was enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in 
Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land available for timber 
sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber 
production by the elimination of the Exemption.  

As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA’s NPRM, total exemption 
will only restore those 185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do 
nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber sale program by allowing more 
economic timber to be offered for sale: 

 The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless 
 designations and prohibitions on the Tongass National Forest would not cause 
 a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule would effectively 
 bring only 185,000 acres (∼2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried 
 roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may 
 be considered for timber harvest. When examined in 2016, the Forest Service 
 projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of young-
 growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of 
 suitable timber lands would allow local managers greater flexibility in the 
 selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved flexibility 
 could, in turn, improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 
 sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural 
 economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the remaining 9 
 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber 
 harvest activities. 

Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the 
Forest Service to produce and offer more economic timber sales. Removing the 
Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber sale planning process 
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to resume.  However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber 
harvest has long ago left Alaska, there will likely be little more timber harvest after 
Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was removed in 2011. 

In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon 
unfounded fears of the environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is 
based upon inaccurate information and not supported by USDA rules governing 
timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 

BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY 
USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 – 5 OF APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, 
TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT 
IMPLEMENTS THE EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE 
PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
  
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to 
implement them) that it recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule alternative (2 – 5) set out in the DEIS, other than the “No Action” alternative: 

          Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 

The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of 
 each of the four options.  

While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include 
 the Roadless Area exceptions for analysis in all of the options put forward 
 by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 

For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road 
access to mining (so long as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in 
each alternative 2 – 5: 

Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most 
developmentally oriented of the alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides 
no change: 

 §294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, 
 a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area 
 designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official determines that 
 one or more of the following circumstances exist: 

(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as 
provided for by statute16 or treaty; 

This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 
Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. §294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 

 A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for 
 by statute or treaty; 

This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative.  
The CAC’s mandatory exception language that the State provided to USDA along 
with the exceptions listed below was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix 
G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber 
harvest exception is preceded by the words “if the Responsible Official determines 
that …  a road is needed,” thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service’s 
“Responsible Official” to decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for 
doing so.  

This is the existing situation already maintained by the “No Action” alternative. It is 
exactly what the CAC recommendations sought to change in order to provide 
regulatory certainty and predictability.  Accordingly, the relief from the Roadless 
Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved 
by adopting the Total Exemption alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 

 

16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the 
applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17  
is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition 
sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption (alternative 6) is the only 
alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption 
Alternative. 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS 
NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE ACCESS IN THE 
TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND 
MINING. TOTAL EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE 
ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 

1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System 
(TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan 
(SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional 
transportation system shall be permitted. Adjustment of these TUS 
corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it 
provides a lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system 
to the proposed mine prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the 
need to implement this recommendation. With the decline of timber industry jobs, 
the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan 
Mountain sites to allow its residents and businesses to commute to the mines for 
work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and the impact on the Prince of 
Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead.  

 

17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally 
Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 Rulemaking. 



14 

 

Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an 
available non-road alternative; however, marine access is rarely an affordable or 
functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and utility systems in the 
region.  Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at 
the higher costs, lower dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the 
communities through marine links.  The Roadless Rule’s effect of driving all 
constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 

Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, 
and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because 
of no road access, resulted in very high construction costs..  With road access for 
construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was necessary to use helicopters to 
construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about $2 
million dollars/mile.  The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost 
including permitting, design, etc. was about $110 million.   
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road 
access.  The rights-of way (ROW) for these lines must be maintained and brushed 
continually.  The structures must be inspected on a rotating annual basis.  Restoring 
service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up 
generation.   With roads, this work can be done by a crew in a truck.  Without roads, 
this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is incredibly expensive, but 
may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission 
interconnections to the North American grid system.  Rural communities are forced 
to operate as microgrid utility systems.  The isolated nature of these systems creates 
significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and inefficiencies.  
For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation.   
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal 
overabundances of energy, and “spill” water while other communities burn diesel 
fuel as a primary source of generation.  This arrangement is also incredibly 
inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of 
using a system of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy 
project to meet the needs of multiple communities throughout the region, multiple 
planners in southeast Alaska’s fragment utility landscape must locate multiple 
smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans 
needed to make them feasible.  Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in 
aggregate, support development of commercial-scale renewables offering better 
economies of scale, and more affordable wholesale prices.  In a fragmented utility 
environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, each community 
must develop its own dedicated generation facilities.   Finding technically and 
financially feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the 
Roadless Rule, and which provide a delivery profile coincident with incremental 
demand, is particularly challenging.  As a result, many communities rely upon 
diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which 
undermines possibilities for new economic development, and community growth 
and sustainability.   
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, 
communities could dispatch existing renewable assets more economically, and 
commercial-scale projects could be developed in response to the aggregated demand 
of multiple rural communities.  Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community 
utility systems, helping to improve economies of scale, and contributing to more 
affordable community energy rates.  Redundant diesel generation facilities could be 
minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, southeast 
Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through 
long-term contracts with utilities and independent power producers, creating 
additional revenue for rural communities.  In addition, transmission lines that do not 
have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures.  These pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years.  This work must be done by 
helicopter which, as stated, is very expensive.   
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in 
the margins of the Roadless Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska’s 
ratepayers.  There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the incremental cost of 
conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the 
Roadless Rule. 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for 
transmission projects and dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance 
costs.  As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless Rule, and to provide a 
purported “roadless benefit” to others. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized 
Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 
1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast Conference shall 
be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress 
authorized a Southeast Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106-
511 nor Report #97–01 of the Southeast Conference − which Public Law 106-511 
implemented − is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It does not mention the 
power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million 
acres of Wilderness and other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the 
Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the new hydropower and other 
renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets 
are being prohibited, or made more difficult to access and develop, because they are 
located in IRAs and Wilderness and Congressionally set aside Areas and because 

 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and 
Wilderness Congressionally set aside Areas. 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable 
energy and community energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an 
interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take any power – up to the 
operating needs of the mine – not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes 
a huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers.  The 
revenue produced through this arrangement is returned to AEL&P’s customers in 
the form of cost-savings.  If the mine goes away, electricity rates to the community 
of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%.   
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 
C.F.R. § 294.12 pursuant to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an 
inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of § 
294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven exceptions 
exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the 
Coalition urges that CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven 
exceptions in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b) in the Final Rule. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable 
energy projects and their transmission infrastructure, including their 
maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application for 
the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected 
from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, 
biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

a. Background 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal 
government’s involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower 
facilities, including the Forest Service’s role in permitting processes, USDA 

 
19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass’ hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless 
Rule was applied to the Tongass. 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is 
important to Southeast Alaska because it will often be more economic and 
environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based generation to power 
communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska.  The possibility of affordable 
renewable energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and 
helps render industrial-scale development more economic.20  
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a 
commercially reasonable or realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to 
recognize pre-existing power site classifications and other potential renewable 
energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities’ 
ability to provide responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by 
limiting the options to construct and maintain transmission lines in Southeast 
Alaska.  
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after 
avalanches tore down the Snettisham Transmission Line 
(https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html).  In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of 
future events, and the utility submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which 
included a request to build two access routes for equipment to travel approximately 
1,000’ from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or landslide 
risk.  The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including 
the construction of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded 
approval for the access routes, instead stating that AEL&P could submit a separate 
application for that request.  After subsequent consultation with the agency, AEL&P 
declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access 
points because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction 
in an IRA.   

 

20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be 
examined to determine whether Southeast Alaska’s hydropower potential 
could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy requirements 
in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to 
residents of southeast Alaska. 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the 
alternative to access from tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which 
cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an earthen dam.   
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest 
Service’s failure to approve access from tidewater to transmission towers across an 
IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up diesel generation because heavy-
lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may not 
have the lift power to do so. 
Another example is the Kake – Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest 
Service failed to authorize a pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 

b. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass.  

The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest 
Service, identified over 200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, 
many of which could have been accessed through the 2008 Forest Plan’s 
Transportation and Utility System (TUS)  Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass 
Transition Plan) the management proscriptions for developing utility lines and 
maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest Plan’s TUS LUD corridors (that 
connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and utility 
grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction.  
This “springing” LUD was a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to 
manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also allowing for the 
development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs 
without having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest 
Service’s removal of the TUS LUD corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment 
process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing utilities and an 
energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development 
are compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule.  

c. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects  
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97- 
01, will be subject to the prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 
(“The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access 
and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility 
company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing 
permit or contract.”) (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that 
exception.  
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 
1indicates that for “[s]pecial-use authorizations (such as communications sites, 
electric transmission lines, pipelines),” existing facilities are not affected but “future 
developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one 
of the exceptions applies.”21  
There is a short discussion in the Rule’s Preamble regarding application of § 294-14 
(a) to continued access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 

The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights 
of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure 
safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22  

Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the 
application of the inclusio unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would 
mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new roads for such development. 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion 
that road construction in support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in 
IRAs: 

Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were 
concerned about the impact of the rule on special uses and requested 
clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in 
inventoried roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone 
lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and reservoirs. 

Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule 
would not suspend or modify any existing permit, contract, or other 
legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National 
Forest System lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to 
maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 

Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the 
Final Rule, describes the impact of the Final Rule on “Special Use authorizations 
(such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)” as follows: 
“Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 

 

21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added).  
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
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roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions 
applies.”24  
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply 
failed to address the contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 
2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be resolved by adoption of the Total 
Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites.  
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
 
EXPLANATION: 

Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development 
whether those claims are located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We 
cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or miners’ rights under the 1872 
Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one knows 
where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and 
grade.  
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the 
prohibition on road construction in IRAs: “A road is needed pursuant to reserved or 
outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty.” But there are simply no 
criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a road is 
needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is “reasonable 
access” is completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
“Leaving it up” to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is 
“reasonable access’ or when a road is “needed” does not adequately protect access 
rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the Quartz Hill Project was 
adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service 
denied a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 

 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. 
SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 1305 (9th Cir. 1983).  
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the 
road needed to move that volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-
foot access road from a forest road at the old Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack 
group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of Wales 
Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made 
February 12, 2010, but authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the 
road is adjacent to an IRA  
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 
permits in IRAs - mostly for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved 
non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these approvals cover drilling the 
same area, but in a different year.  
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core 
that can be extracted. Thus, without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with 
limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a project while protecting 
investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies 
require greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation.  
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone 
extraction of large tonnage metallurgical test mill ‘bulk’ samples. Thus, exploration 
requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add certainty to resource/reserve 
information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens 
of millions - to fly in large rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, 
personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is 
highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3) exception would allow 
roads for these purposes. 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific 
rule that authorizes roads for mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that 
meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. § 228 (a). Thus, the requirements for 
authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs would 
be the same. 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be 
pulled, and water bars installed. These areas can then be managed for “roadless 
characteristics,” as has been done with many former logging roads which now 
provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits.   
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

6. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 – 9): The cutting and removal of 
trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine development is 
authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. 
Cutting and removal of trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
EXPLANATION: 

Currently, 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees 
in IRAs that is “incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise 
prohibited by this subpart.” The level of exploration needed to develop a mine on 
the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development requires 
even more cutting and removal of trees. 
While “reasonable access” is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of 
trees associated with mining exploration and development does not appear to be 
allowed. 36 C.F.R. § 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the cutting or removal of timber 
“incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart.” The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the 
Tongass National Forest requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine 
development would typically require even significantly more cutting and removal of 
trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal and development 
rock stockpile if trees could not be cut?  
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule 
and ROD of what this section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 
2001 Rule and ROD states: “Such management activities are expected to be rare and 
to focus on small diameter trees.”26 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The Coalition therefore urges 
that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

7. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs 
shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 

 
25 Ibid., at page 3258.  
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations 
were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

EXPLANATION: 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to 
new leases for minerals subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including 
geothermal resources, “because of the potentially significant environmental impacts 
that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas.”27 There also is no 
explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which 
are allowed, are different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a 
source of renewable energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the 
CAC’s recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is 
the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE 
FOLLOWING CAC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION 
ALTERNATIVE: 

1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation the 
following new exception for Forest Health be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of 
hazard trees that reduce risk to the public, blowdown/windfall management, 
and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 

2. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom 
and traditional uses is authorized. 

 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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3. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that the following new exception for fish and wildlife habitat 
be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

4. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the 
following new exception for road building be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 
36 C.F.R § 294.12) is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on 
the project. 

5. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the following 
new exception for biofuels be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential 
and municipal needs is authorized and will comply with current standards 
and regulations for harvest. 

6. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for municipal watersheds be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and 
management is authorized and such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the 
project. 

7. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that a new exception for Roads in TUS corridors identified in 
the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of 
the regional transportation system should be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. This 
includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to 
provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, 
including maintenance of such roads and facilities. 

8. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that a 
new exception be added to the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road 
access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, 
enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other 
permitted aquaculture facility or activity, including mariculture should be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. 

Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by 
selection of the Total Exemption Alternative – Alternative 6. 

CONCLUSION 

There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass 
that already prohibit development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific 
stream protections built into the TTRA. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides 
additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet the 
requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would 
be examined by decision makers and the public through the NEPA process. The 
blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do not really provide 
environmental and resource protection – just barriers.  

For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an 
unnecessary barrier to the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast 
Alaska: 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not 
include the CAC recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only 
alternative that can implement the CAC recommendations), the Coalition joins the 
State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in urging USDA to again 
select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 

Thank you,  

                  
Robert Venables, Executive Director     Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
Southeast Conference         Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna 
Hall, Executive Director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have 
been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the following: 
   
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director  Owen Graham, Executive Director 
Alaska Miners Association   Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President              Craig Dahl, Executive Director  
First Things First Alaska Foundation  Juneau Chamber of Commerce  
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director   Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer 
Greater Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce     Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
   
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO                   Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce   Associated General Contractors of  
       Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO      Neil MacKinnon, President  
Alaska Support Industry Alliance           Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President   Randy Johnson, President 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
   
Lance Miller, President    Paul Axelson 
Red Diamond Mining Company  Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea                                           Jason Custer, Vice President 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc.   Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President    Mike Wilson, President 
First Bank      Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor 
City of Ketchikan 
 
cc:  The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 

The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young  



LAW OFFICE OF JAMES F. CLARK
1109 C Street

Juneau, Alaska 99801
Telephone: 907-586-0122 Fax: 907-586-1093

December 16,2019

Alaska Roadless Rule
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff
P.O. Box 21628
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628.

Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule.

Dear Madam/Sir.

INTRODUCTION

The undersigned hereby incorporates by reference and endorses the comments made

by the State of Alaska to the Secretary of Agriculture in its January 19, 2018

"Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from the

Application of the Roadless Rule and other Actions" which: 1) explained the

enduring significance of USDA's 2003 Record of Decision (ROD) that totally
exempted the Tongass National Forest (Tongass) from the application of the 2001

Roadless Rule; 2) explained that after analyzingthe requirements and limitations of
the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) and the Tongass

Timber Reform Act (TTRA) "the USDA concluded that the best way to implement

the spirit and letter of these laws was to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless

Rule;" 3) explained that USDA also concluded that exempting the Tongass was

consistent with the intent of Congress, but also with sound management of the

Tongass because roadless areas in the Tongass are adequately protected without
adding the additional barriers of the Roadless Rule; 4) explained that even without
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1109 C Street
Juneau, Alaska 99801
Telephone: 907-586-0122 Fax: 907-586-1093



the Roadless Rule only about four percent of the Tongass is designated as suitable

for timber harvest; 5) described the litigation regarding the 2001 Roadless Rule and

the 2003 Roadless Rule including the Department of Justice's rational for its
aggressive defense of USDA's 2003 ROD; 6) explained why the serious

socioeconomic consequences to Alaskans and complying ANILCA and TTRA are

as compelling today for totally exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule as

they were when offered by USDA for that purpose in 2003; and 7) explained why
the Secretary should direct the United States Forest Service (Forest Service) to
commence a Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) revision or amendment to

remove provisions of the Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 2016

Tongass Transition Plan.

The undersigned also incorporates by reference and endorses the December 17,2019
Comments of the Alaska Roadless Rule Coalition (Coalition) that represent the
views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest Association, the Alaska Miners
Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource
Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First
Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of
Commerce, Coastal Helicopters,Inc. the Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City
of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency,
the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines,
Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring
Inc. The Coalition, that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and
associations having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of
Alaskans, has joined the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in
urging USDA to Totally Exempt the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule
for the reasons given by the State in its January 19,2018 Petition. As noted in the
Coalition's Comments every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation
member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total
Exemption of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.

The undersigned agrees with the Coalition that Total Exemption would exchange

the Roadless Rule's inflexible national prohibitions on access and dbvelopment in
the Tongass, forthe more flexible TLMP process. Since the goal ofthe 2016 Tongass

Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. The undersigned also agrees

with the State and the Coalition that the Secretary should direct the Forest Service



to revise or amend TLMP to remove the provisions of the Roadless Rule that have

been incorporated into the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan.

USDA'S FAILURE TO INCORPORATE THB CITIZEN ADVISORY

COMMITTEE'S NEW EXCEPTIONS FOR ROAD CONSTRUCTION AND

TIMBER HARVEST LEAVES TOTAL EXEMPTION AS THE ONLY

MEANS OF OBTAINING RELIEF FROM THE ACCESS AND OTHER

UNNECESSARY BARRIERS TO REASONABLE DEVELOPMENT ON

THB TONGASS

The Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC), (representing diverse interests)

appointed by former Governor Walkerto inform the State in its role a s a cooperating

agency in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process associated with

the DEIS, identified significant new road and timber harvest exceptions that would

have to be added to the Roadless Rule to protect communities, renewable energy,

and mining if IRAs were to remain in place.

Each of the current exceptions to the Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. 5294.12 (b)(1-7) is

preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is

needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to

decide whether a road is needed. There are no criteria for makingthat decision. The

language the CAC proposed to implement its new exceptions was specifically

intended to eliminate the "Responsible Official's" criteria-less ability to decide

whether a road is needed even if the environmental and resource protection criteria

for approval of 36 C.F.R.ParI228 were met.

The CAC implementing language (found atpages 7 - l0 of its Report) made granting

a road mandatory if the applicant meets the environmental and resource protection

criteria for approval of 36 C.F.R. Part 228.The thinking was as follows: It is the

Forest Service's job to protect the environment and other resources on the National

Forests. As long as that obligation is satisfied, the Responsible Offieial should not

have the discretion to disapprove an application because he/she doesn't think a road

"is needed" - particularly when, as here, there are no criteria for making that

decision.

By simply comparing the language the CAC proposed to implement. its

recommendations for new Road and Timber Harvest Exceptions (found at pages 7 -



10 of the CAC Report) with the implementing language for DEIS alternatives 2 -5

set out in Appendix G and the language in36 C.F.R. $294.12 (b)(l-7) of the 2001

Roadless Rule shows that this is not the case.

For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road

access to mining exploration and development projects (so long as such road access

meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part228) be included in each alternative 2 - 5:

Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized

by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. $ 22 et seq.) shall be permitted

in IRAs if it meets the criteriaof 36 C.F.R. Part228 in the same way as if the

application for the road to access such mineral operations were being

permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.

However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most

developmentally oriented of the alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides

no change:

5294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section,

a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area
designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official determines that

one or more of the following circumstances exist:

(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as

provided for by statute or treaty;

This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001

Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R.5294.12 (bX3) that the CAC language was intended to

change:

A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for
by statute or treaty;

This failure to change the existing regulatory language is replicated throughout each

alternative. The CAC's mandatory exception language that the State provided to
USDA was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5).

Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber harvest exception is

preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road,is



needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to

decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so.

This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" altemative. It is
exactly what the CAC recommendations sought to change in order to provide

regulatory certainty and predictability. The undersigned joins the Coalition in
finding it "remarkable that nol one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 - 5 contains the

CAC's mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road

Exceptions and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions.r

Comparing the CAC/Appendix Gl200l Roadless Rule regulatory implementing
language is critical to understanding that USDA did not adopt the CAC
proposals. This, in turn, explains why Total Exemption is the only alternative
that achieves relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions for communities,

renewable energy, timber and mining. The CAC recommendations can only be

achieved by adopting the Total Exemption alternative as the Final Rule in the

ROD.

Re spectfully submitted,

9f,'ma^+CE-^h,
(f*F. crark

'Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement."
40 C.F.R. $ 1502.14. "[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with
the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient to
permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recyeation v. Morrison, 67 F.3d
723,729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting ldaho Conservation League v. Mumma,956F.2d
1508, 1520 (9th Cir.l992)).The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's
mandatory authorization language to implement its New Road Exceptions 8 * 16

and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS.











































Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
I can add nothing further than my total agreement that we should not harm such a significant piece of our 
environment &amp; that there is no room for so much greed on this planet.  
Regards, Jane Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jared Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:57:42 PM 
First name: Jd 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jd Clark 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jd 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jd clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Clark and I live in Land O' Lakes, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jen Clark and I live in Media, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
OUR NATIONAL TREASURES NEED TO BE SAVED FROM DESTRUCTION! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jen Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jerry Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Clark and I live in Woodbury, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Clark and I live in Cinebar, Washington. 
 
It is my personal belief we will look back 5 years from now and realize how terribly important the actions we 
took on behalf of the forests--and the ecosystems they sustain--were. Forests are critical to maintaining a 
balance on this planet whether it be weather, climate, air, or sustaining diversity of species. Keeping the 
Roadless Rule in place in Alaska and in particular, the Tongass National Forest, is vital. Please continue the 
protection of this forest and Stand Fast. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Judy Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Clark and I live in Forestville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Clark and I live in Gaylord, Michigan. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Clark and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
My name is Karen Clark and I live in Santa Fe, NM.I will be voting against every Republican, if for no other 
reason than to do my part, to save America, from their obscene plundering of our natural resources destroying 
the planetin their greed. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Karen Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kent Clark and I live in Sussex, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kent Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kevin Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Koa 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Hoffman and I live in Kailua Kona, Hawai'i. 
Greetings, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Koa Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Len 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Len Clark and I live in East Greenwich, Rhode Island. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Len Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Loralee 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Loralee Clark and I live in Williamsburg, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Loralee Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Tongass National Forest on the Roadless Rule. No more old growth logging! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Clark and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
Back in the day, we fought hard for the Roadless Rule in Tongass National Forest. More than ever, we need to 
preserve what is left to us. Do not remove the protections for Alaska's national forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Margaret Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Clark and I live in Williamsburg, Virginia. 
 
 
Public lands should be left for the public to enjoy and to insure the health of Earth. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marlene Clark and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
 
We need to increase our tree cover, not strip away what we have. You need to change your focus. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marlene Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martina 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martina Clark and I live in Westampton, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martina Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Clark and I live in Simsbury, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mary 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, mary clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear NFS, 
 
I wish to convey my deep concern to maintain the roadless mandates that have protected the Tongass National 
Forest. Preserving our wild lands is more important than any short term objectives in any of our lifetimes. Once 
we take action that destroys the protected ecology we will not go back. It will be lost to all future generations of 
humans and other species. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Mary Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 5:42:52 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matt Clark and I live in Tucson, AZ. I depend upon the forest for the clean air it produces, the 
carbon dioxide it sequesters, and for opportunities for primitive recreation, solitude and spiritual renewal. We all 
depend upon the biodiversity if the forest, and clean water from the forested watersheds. Road building and 
logging cause habitat loss, degradation, fragmentation, accelerated erosion and changes in microclimates and 
specialized habitats, which has me deeply concerned as a citizen of the United States, who supported the 
Roadless Rule, and who continues to. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because This proposed 
exemption is not in the long-term public interest, nor is it in the interest of biodiversity maintenance and 
watershed stewardship.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts invest in 
creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
Inventories roadless areas should stay roadless, period.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maxine 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maxine Clark and I live in Sekiu, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maxine Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maxine 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maxine Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Clark and I live in Richmond, California. 
 
Greta Thunberg said it best, "This is all wrong!" What are people thinking when they go along with Trump's 
rolling back environmental protections? Is money really more important than life? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Melanie Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mollie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mollie Clark and I live in Leander, TX. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Keep the Earth beautiful and roadless. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric 
development, inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat 
including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any 
alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Morgan 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Morgan Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Clark and I live in Norwich, New York. 
 
There is so much wrong at this point with our legislation for the future of the earth and of all people. Now is the 
time to stop eliminating protections of the environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Natalie Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
I am writing to urge you to take the "No Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, to keep 
Roadless Rule protections intact for the Tongass National Forest. This is for the sake of the wildlife, the forest, 
and the fight against global warming. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Paul Clark 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Clark and I live in Bend, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: phili 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
i believe it's utter madness to pursue this proposed change to the preferred alternative. for the sake of a few 
people making a lot of money (and no doubt a lot of people making very little money) the proposed preferred 
alternative offers up for destruction some of the very little remaining old growth and real wilderness land 
remaining. this in the face of indisputable climate mayhem. of nose-diving salmon return numbers. a study 
recently published in the journal Biological conservation details the massively destructive effects of light 
pollution on insect life......how LITTLE it takes for us to destroy, even inadvertently, the ecosystems around us. 
let's not do it intentionally. we have to start approaching our interactions with the natural world not with ideas of 
short term economic benefit in mind. we must use sustainability and conservation as our guides if we are to live 
in a world that is not entirely parking lot. keep roadless alaska roadless. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roy 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC329 
 
My name is Roy Clark and I live in Craig Alaska on Prince of Wales Island. I also retired as a Timber Sale 
Administrator. 
 
1. The easy profitable timber has to a large degree has been removed. 
 
2. Putting roads into the areas that are left is going to be extremely difficult and very expensive. How can this 
be done withouth being a *deficit* [text triple underlined for emphasis] sale. 
 
3. A high probability that it would do damage to fisheries. 
 
4. Wildlife [illegible] will be disrupted. Much less area for animals in general. 
 
5. Prince of Wales is being used as a scapegoat. 
 
6. People don't come to the Tongass for clearcuts. 
 
7. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, S. Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samuel 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Samuel Clark and I live in Leander, TX. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The land we have in nature is beauty. It is also an important asset to the mentality and wisdom of American 
youth and adults alike. It is humbling and empowering to see what nature truly is. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact 
ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
You kill the animals and habitat and you kill the Earth. That makes YOU a criminal. All for what? More money in 
YOUR pocket? Your ancestors will roll in their graves. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sandra Clark 
 
Erie, PA 16509 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shannon 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shannon Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:25:06 PM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sherry Clark 
Indianapolis, IN 46234 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Clark and I live in Brookfield, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: stuart 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is stuart clark and I live in Waterford Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, stuart clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Clark and I live in Annandale, Virginia. 
 
 
Every tree is precious during this period of uncontrolled climate change. Please support "No Action." 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Clark and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
I've been there. I've seen that. The Tongass National Forest must be absolutely and totally protected now and 
for future generations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tina Clark and I live in Moore, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tina Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Todd Clark and I live in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Todd Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tomi 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tomi Clark and I live in Aubrey, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tomi Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tori 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3000 
 
To: USDA Forest Service: 12/1/19 
 
#*1 no Action* [text underlined for emphasis] be taken to change the roradless rule in the Tongass national 
Forest. 
 
The more the forests are destroyed, the less carbon will be sucked out of the air. 
 
We care our children breathe clean air, don't you? 
 
[Signature] 
 
Gualala,CA 
 
95445 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: valerie 
Last name: clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is valerie clark and I live in Needham, Massachusetts. 
 
Especially now as we are in a climate crisis, we must save major forests that remove carbon dioxide from the 
atmosphere and give back oxygen. This is an urgent need the tops all other needs. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, valerie clark 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vincent 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Warren 
Last name: Clark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Warren Clark 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Blythe 
Last name: Clark-McKitrick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Blythe Clark-McKitrick and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
At a time when we are already feeling the impact of climate change, it is particularly dangerous to weaken 
standards protecting our wild places. I ask you to reconsider rolling back the Roadless Rule. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Blythe Clark-McKitrick 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: clark907 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Responsibly 
 
I am not opposed to roads as long as they're developed responsibly and with longevity for the resources for 
future Alaskan's. 
 
Eric Clark 
 
62 year Alaska resident. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment on Tongass National Forest and the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Agriculture Secretary Perdue and Forest Service Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to pursue Alternative 1 (take no action and leave all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest) at this point in time and NOT exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
Tongass National Forest, as a relatively roadless forest, provides great benefits including but not limited to: 
 
* Protects clean water sources and major watersheds; 
 
* Increases our resiliency to climate change through the capacity of trees and woodlands to store carbon; 
 
* Provides undisturbed places for hunting, fishing, and other recreation; 
 
* Safeguards habitat for a vast range of wildlife species including huge numbers of salmon; 
 
* Contributes significantly to the economy via the above, impacting both our seafood and tourism economy--
both significant in the U.S.A and critically important in Alaska. 
 
Should the Forest Service want to explore eliminating roadless area protections in the Tongass, that should 
proceed with a thorough environmental review based on science and thoughtful deliberation*--not because the 
Governor of Alaska asked the President to find a way to exempt the Tongass from the roadless rule. The 
administration is undercutting the important role of sound science in agency decision-making and harming the 
credibility of the Forest Service as a responsible land steward-credibility that the agency has worked for 
decades to build. 
 
As a child, I was introduced to the Forest Service first through Woodsy the Owl and then through Forest 
Rangers as I hiked national forests. The Forest Service has represented thoughtful education and stewardship-
-and taught me that watching out for our natural resources is a burden shared by all, myself included, not just 
the Forest Service. 
 
It is as that land and resources steward that I write to you now. Alternative 1 is clearly the best course of action 
to take at this point in time and I strongly urge you to NOT exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 
Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you for considering this important input. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Audrey Clarke 
 
*Note: In an article in The Hill, it was reported that an independent group's study indicated &quot;that timber 
sales in the Tongass have resulted in taxpayer losses of nearly $600 million over the past two decades 
because 'the costs incurred by the Forest Service to administer its timber sales program have far receipts 
generated from the resulting sales.' This same group predicts that those losses would keep climbing without 
the Roadless Rule, due to the high, taxpayer-subsidized cost of building and maintaining roads in such remote 
areas.&quot; This is not worth the risk to our watersheds, our resiliency to climate change, wildlife habitat, as 
well as our seafood and tourism economies. 
 
 
 



[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bogdana 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Agriculture Secretary Perdue and Forest Service Chief Christiansen, 
 
 
 
I am writing to strongly urge you to oppose the harmful exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 
2001 Roadless Rule. Instead, I encourage you to pursue Alternative 1 (take no action and leave all of Alaska 
under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest.) 
 
 
 
Removing this protection would have a negative impact on: 
 
Alaska's economy (it is also fiscally irresponsible given the astronomical cost to build roads in this area) 
 
Fishing industry 
 
Tourism industry (the later 2 combined contribute $2 Billion annually) 
 
Environment 
 
 
 
It is extremely important to Alaska and the United States to maintain the roadless rule in the Tongass National 
Forest where in the past decades of federally subsidized clear-cut logging resulted in negative impact to air, 
water, and wildlife habitat. Removing these protections would expose irreplaceable old-grown rainforest and 
ancient trees to clear-cut logging and roadbuilding - a crime! 
 
 
 
Thank you for considering this important input. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I write in support of the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the 
world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darrell 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darrell Clarke and I live in Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Darrell Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Clarke and I live in Cranston, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: eithne 
Last name: clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is eithne clarke and I live in Orlando, Florida. 
 
 
LOng overdue! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, eithne clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eston 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eston Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eva 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eva Clarke and I live in Bellingham , WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I spent my childhood in Sitka, it is important to have these magical places so that humans keep valuing Nature. 
Also it is VERY important to Wildlife which already struggles to exist in other places. Lastly , the carbon 
emissions are a very big part of our society and can only be fought by respecting and protecting nature. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), inter-tie/transmission 
line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:24:45 AM 
First name: Eva 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eva Clarke and I live in Bellingham, WA. I grew up spending my summers in Alaska I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, keeping 
public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many 
others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of many southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should transition to second growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation 
infrastructure.  
 
[@anything else?]  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: karl 
Last name: clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is karl clarke and I live in Hiawassee, Georgia. 
 
STOP, these old growth forests are valuable in many other ways other than toilet paper and lumber, like 
Oxygen and CO2 absorption. STOP the insanity. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, karl clarke 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leta 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leta Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment on Tongass National Forest and the Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Agriculture Secretary Perdue and Forest Service Chief Christiansen, 
 
 
 
Alternative 1 (take no action and leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass 
National Forest) and NOT exempt the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule is the ONLY 
ROAD! 
 
 
 
Tongass National Forest, under the current 2001 Roadless Rule provides great benefits to Alaska, the U.S. and 
the world! The local economy in Alaska benefits by the worldwide cruise and land tourism that the Tongass 
attracts. The current protection of plant and animal life in this region is necessary for preservation of species 
and for the benefit of native peoples and sportsman. The whole salmon industry, important locally and 
nationally, depends on the protection of the watershed of this forest. Finally, the sequestration of carbon by this 
old growth forest is so important to our world and the next generation! 
 
 
 
Let us keep in tact the Tongass now and for the future while we still have the ability to do so, as science has 
shown how significant our forests are for life on our Earth. I thank you for acting responsibly in making this 
decision. 
 
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Linda Clarke 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave this precious forest alone. In the era of mass climate disruption, we must protect our forests more 
than ever. As an American citizen, I am appalled and angered that we are still considering destroying forests at 
this rate. Please do not let this happen! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Clarke and I live in Lake Aluma, Oklahoma. 
 
 
Please protect this priceless natural habitat for present and future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rosalee 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosalee Clarke and I live in Sunnyvale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rosalee Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am vehemently opposed to exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. This is 
another attempt by the Trump administration to do whatever it can to lessen the protection of wild areas in the 
United States and elsewhere. Allowing roads into this area will enable earth-defiling industries to ruin it forever. 
Do not get me wrong, I enjoy modern conveniences, but we must also do whatever we can to stem climate 
change and protect all of the earth. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Seth 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I believe that it is absolutely essential that we preserve places such as the Tongas for future generations, as 
much as we can. The preservation of places such as this has far greater economic value than harmful logging 
which provides short term gain (for a few) but long-term harm to the community and the environment. Please 
leave the Tongas and areas like this closed to roadmaking and logging. Our children (and their children) are 
depending on us. 
 
 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
 
Seth Clarke 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom Clarke and I live in Greensboro, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tom Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tom Clarke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wade 
Last name: Clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
AK roadless rule 
 
I am writing to strongly recommend choosing alternative #1 to fully protect the relevant area. This land should 
be preserved 1 for future generations to use and enjoy, to protect the seafood and tourism industries, to lessen 
climate change, to protect the remaining wildlife in our country, and to protect and preserve the pristine land 
and clean water of the area. The US economy and forest and oil industries do not need this additional level of 
assistance. 
 
Signed: Wade P Clarke 
 
Evanston, IL 60201 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: wade 
Last name: clarke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative 1 is Necessary 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
As a Southeast Alaska commercial salmon fisherman I have experienced firsthand the beauty and wealth of 
the Tongass National Forest. The people, fish, and wildlife of Southeast Alaska depend on maintaining its old 
growth forests. After a dismal return of pink salmon to southeast in 2019, it is clear that the fish need all the 
help they can get. Now is not the time to be removing restrictions on logging. I dream that in the coming years I 
can share this fantastic wilderness with my children, and that they can continue to make a decent wage salmon 
fishing in Southeast. 
 
In addition, the tourism industry benefits immensely from uncut forests on the mountainsides surrounding the 
region's spectacular fjords. 
 
Looking beyond Southeast Alaska, the world benefits from the protection the Roadless Rule provides this 
magnificent temperate rainforest. So little old growth forest remains. We need to keep everything that we have 
left. It is so much more valuable intact. 
 
The only rational alternative here is Alternative 1. Please, listen to the people of Southeast and keep the 
Roadless Rule in effect. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Wade M Clarke 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: Clarkson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Courtney Clarkson and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
I am so glad to finally see concerted action from a generation that will be severely impacted by climate change. 
Lobby your parents and their generation to atone for not taking action when they should have. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Courtney Clarkson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Clarricoates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Clarricoates and I live in Firebaugh, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah Clarricoates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Clarricoates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sarah Clarricoates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mace 
Last name: Clarridge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mace Clarridge and I live in [@advCity], Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mace Clarridge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Clary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1056 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Clasemann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joel Clasemann and I live in Duluth, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joel Clasemann 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: Class 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robyn Class and I live in Orange, California. 
 
 
For our children and grandchildren. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robyn Class 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meryl 
Last name: Classen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Meryl Classen and I live in Bay Shore, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Meryl Classen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephan 
Last name: Classen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open forest to logging.  Our forests are a natural treasure, not something to be used, exploited, 
or sold.  
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Claude 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Teresa Claude 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Claudia 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Save the Tongass National Park 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
As you still have wonderful nature. Please dont destroy it. Please keep it as it is and save the Tongass National 
Park. Thanks. Claudia from Switzerland 
 
Von meinem Huawei-Telefon gesendet 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Claudio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ray Claudio and I live in Post Falls, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ray Claudio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Claugus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Claugus and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
It is unconscionable for the EPA to ignore its own data, scientific evidence and the prior rulings of the courts. It 
is your duty to protect our communities from coal ash pollution. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Claugus 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Claunch-Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Claunch-Meyers and I live in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Claunch-Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Claunch-Meyers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Claunch-Meyers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deanna 
Last name: Claus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC92 
 
The health of our forest is CRITICAL to my way of life. The woods in their natural state were important to me 
and my children. Countless faily experiences around berry picking, subsistence fishing are at risk. Please 
*keep* [Text underlined for emphasis] the roadless rule intact. 
 
Deanna Claus 
 
Craig, Alaska 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellie 
Last name: Claus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass! 
 
I strongly oppose the proposed exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule, and 
also oppose possible modifications to the Chugach National Forest Inventoried Roadless Area boundaries. 
 
The correct decision is to protect the two largest national forests in our country. Preserve the health of our wild 
salmon by leaving the Roadless Rule fully intact. Preserve the health of our state and nation by ensuing the old 
growth forests will remain intact. A loosening of the Roadless Rule would bring harm to the fisheries, 
economies, and valuable, living cultures throughout Southeastern and Southcentral Alaska. 
 
Please protect the forest and our future as Alaskans! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elly 
Last name: Claus-McGahan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
It is important to continue to protect the Tongass National Forest from logging and road building. I live in WA 
state and we have worked to protect some of our forests on the Olympic Peninsula and elsewhere from logging 
and new roads. It takes years and years for forests to get reestablished and become effective at becoming 
carbon sinks, as young trees aren't nearly as good at taking in carbon as old trees are. Besides the wildlife 
concerns, it is concerns for us and our world that should motivate us all to continue to protect the Tongass 
National Forest. We've already lost huge chunks of the Amazon rain forest just this year as a carbon sink. We 
can't keep playing this game, while we can use our ingenuity to create lumber products such as cross 
laminated timber from young wood. We can use fast growing trees and bamboo to take the place of timber from 
old growth trees and we need to. It does not make sense to take down carbon sinks and prolong our 
attachment to the old way of doing things just for our convenience. The US Forest Service does many things 
well in maintaining the balance between our forests, our use of forests for recreation, managing fires in forests, 
and protecting animals. Please add protecting old growth forests as carbon sinks to that list. No new roads in 
the Tongass forest. 
 
There are species that depend on the Tongass forest for survival. We are already rolling the dice in so many 
ways on whether these species will continue to survive by taking away their habitats. Taken singularly perhaps 
losing a species is just sad but not that big a deal. But when so many are threatened, it is time to sit up and 
notice, and not think what's one more - regardless of whether we are familiar with the species. There's the 
domino effect, as we make it impossible for other species to survive, we are whittling away at our own chances 
to survive. The dominos may fall slowly at first, but the pace will pick up. This is also what we are seeing with 
the effects of climate change. It is happening faster than we expected. So let us be extra careful. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Elly Claus-McGahan 
 
Tacoma, WA 98407 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Clause 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: karen 
Last name: clausen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is karen clausen and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
we have to protect our environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, karen clausen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Clausen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC729 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronny 
Last name: Clausner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nora 
Last name: Clauss 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nora Clauss and I live in Nantucket, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nora Clauss 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andres 
Last name: Clavijo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Tongass Roadless. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Clawson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Clawson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Clawson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Richard Clawson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Claxton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terry Claxton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brady 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brady Clay and I live in Escondido, California. 
 
 
Stop destroying our environment to make a little carbon cash. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brady Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brady 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brady Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cameron 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cameron Clay and I live in Brooklyn, NY.  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cameron Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joy 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joy Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joy 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joy Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Clay and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Clay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6424 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Clay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I strongly object to the draft rule proposing a full exemption for the State of Alaska from the national Roadless 
Rule. This appears to be nothing more that a tax-payer gift to the logging industry in Alaska. Allowing the 
exemption would put the Forest Service on the hook for the maintenance of roads through the Tongass 
National Forest, and would put at risk several other industries and endeavors (including sport and commercial 
fishing, recreational activities and tourism) all for the benefit of the logging industry. This is even more 
egregious given the fact that logging in the area has cost the taxpayers tens, if not hundreds of millions of 
dollars over the years. 
 
This appears to be nothing but a pay-off to some vested logging interests and is certainly NOT in the national 
interest. Please do the right thing and protect these lands from unwise, unproductive and unprofitable 
exploitation, while also protecting the American taxpayer, by not allowing the exemption to the Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you... 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Clayborne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christine Clayborne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Clayborne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christine Clayborne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Clayman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Clayman and I live in Chagrin Falls, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julie Clayman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Clayman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Clayman and I live in Kirkland, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Clayman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:41:10 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Claypool 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Margaret Claypool 
Eastover, SC 29044 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: roberta 
Last name: claypool 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is roberta claypool and I live in Mellott, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, roberta claypool 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Clayton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Clayton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronald Clayton and I live in Cove City, North Carolina. 
Trump does NOT represent, or care about, the American people.  He only serves his greedy, rich industry 
friends who poison us for profit. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere.   
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. *  You must choose the No Action 
alternative.  Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures.  
I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate 
profits by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged.  
Regards, Ronald Clayton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Claytor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Claytor and I live in Frontenac, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Claytor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Clazie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
I appreciate you taking the time to read this letter and consider my opinion on the industrialization of The 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass National Forest plays a critical role in our nation's health. While clearing 9 million acres for roads 
and industry will be beneficial in the short term, it will be detrimental to our society and even our world in the 
long run. 
 
Please consider the importance of the protection of this land and select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS 
Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National 
Forest protected and working to provide clean air, clean water, and sustainable resources to America and the 
rest of the world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mrs Angela Clazie 
 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555-5792 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Cleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen Cleary and I live in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
 
 
There are so few wild places left on Earth. We must protect them for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Colleen Cleary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jennifer 
Last name: cleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jennifer cleary and I live in Kittery, Maine. 
 
 
I am a voter. Hear my voice! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jennifer cleary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Cleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Cleary and I live in Bloomington, Indiana. 
We want green jobs ,green energy and Green New Deal today . 
We're writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.   We don't support greed ,cheating ,lying ,ruining our planet or Trump, Pence ,Barr Or 
McConnell .  
Regards, Karen Cleary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Cleary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Katherine Cleary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:25:16 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cleaver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Cleaver 
Jamestown, IN 46147 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cleaver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Cleaver and I live in Jamestown, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Cleaver 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Cleaves 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Cleaves 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Clee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Suzanne Clee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jimi 
Last name: Cleek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jimi Cleek and I live in Richardson, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jimi Cleek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernard 
Last name: clegg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernard clegg and I live in Driftwood, Texas. 
 
 
Protect future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernard clegg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernard 
Last name: Clegg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bernard Clegg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernard 
Last name: clegg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernard clegg and I live in Driftwood, Texas. 
 
 
Protect future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernard clegg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cleghorn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Cleghorn and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
How could they? How dare they? Does this Administration love and glorify money above all else? From 
whence came their hatred of Nature? From whence came their studied ignorance of climate change? Are they 
not at all moved by the beauty of God's Creation? Must they act to destroy more and more of it? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, James Cleghorn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: joe 
Last name: Cleinmark 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have heard from a neighbor about the changes the Alaska roadless rulemaking has the potential to 
dramatically increase the access to some of the wildest and most beautiful and easily accessible places in the 
state, accessible being a relative term. I urge you to choose a middle path for the opening of the forest in such 
a way. As a person who has explored the remote areas within the Tongass and Chugach national forestas well 
as many other vast expanses of wilderness throughout the world I can assure you, as you must certainly know, 
the are special places that deserve the utmost protection. They area gems that can easily be sullied by 
haphazard and shortsighted management. Please recommend a middle alternative. Thanks for your time and 
your hard work. This decision must be challenging, thanks for taking public opinions and earnestly considering 
alternatives that could equally serve the public. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Clellan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Clellan and I live in Lafayette Hill, Pennsylvania. 
 
If we are enthusiastic about clear cutting, why not use a flame thrower and be done with it. Scorch the earth, 
what say? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Thomas Clellan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brittany Clemens and I live in Huntington Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brittany Clemens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brittany 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brittany Clemens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their 
culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marion Clemens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5536 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Please leave the Roadless Rule in Place in the Tongass. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Clemens and I live in Island Park, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Clemens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Clemens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Clemens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlyn 
Last name: Clement 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carlyn Clement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Clement 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Craig Clement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Clement 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
We need this wilderness far more than loggers do.  
Regards, John Clement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kay 
Last name: Clement 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kay Clement and I live in North Adams, Massachusetts. 
 
Stop allowing corporations to pollute our communities, environment. We must be stewards of this Earth, not 
flunkies of corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kay Clement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Clement 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Clement and I live in Antioch, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leslie Clement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ciara 
Last name: Clements 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ciara Clements and I live in San Diego, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I was born and grew up in south central Alaska. I left when I was 19 but my heart calls to me to protect the land 
that raised me. The land that is called Alaska is so vast and I have never seen it's south eastern shores, but I 
would like to. Carbon sequestering, and protection of wildlife and ecosystems is just the tip of the iceberg for 
why the Tongass should be protected. Allowing logging in this precious forest for a brief and small profit would 
devastate both the human and non human populations of southeast Alaska and prove once again that this 
government does not represent the will of the people but the pocketbooks of a few. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, perform restorative actions that support 
wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harriett 
Last name: Clementson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harriett Clementson and I live in Placitas, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harriett Clementson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Clemmey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Clemmey and I live in Mansfield, Massachusetts. 
 
 
one tree one breath-our forests protect our health-start acting like they matter 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Clemmey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Parley 
Last name: Clemons 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not allow these old growth forests to be cut. We are destroying our world at an alarming rate and 
should protect what we can. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Symphonee 
Last name: Clemons 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Symphonee Clemons and I live in Ypsilanti, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Symphonee Clemons 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: scott 
Last name: clemson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, scott clemson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Clendenen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail Clendenen and I live in Gainesville, Georgia. 
 
We need to do more, not less, to make our air as clean as possible. There is abundant research and available 
technology available to continue to improve our air quality. Americans deserve to have leaders who put our 
health first. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gail Clendenen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: City 
Last name: Clerk 
Organization: City of Whale Pass 
Title:  
Comments: 
Whale Pass Support alternative 6 Roadless rule 
 
The City of Whale Pass 
 
Box WWP 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99950-0280 
 
 
 
 
 
December 9, 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To whom it may concern; 
 
 
 
 
 
Our city passed this resolution last week in support of Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
alternative 6. Please accept this copy and enter it into your records our 
 
 
 
city's position to this important matter! 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
_______________________________ 



 
Randy Toman, Whale Pass City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CITY OF WHALE PASS, ALASKA 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 19-12-05-01 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF WHALE PASS, ALASKA IN SUPPORT OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 
6 OF THE PROPOSED ALASKA ROADLESS RULE, EXEMPTING THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST 
FROM THE 2001 ROADLESS RULE; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
WHEREAS, in 2001 U.S. Forest Service adopted the Roadless Area Conservation Rule, or &quot;Roadless 
Rule,&quot; to manage and restrict use upon National Forest System lands including the Tongass National 
Forest of Southeast Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, since its promulgation, the Roadless Rule has placed further economic burdens on the isolated 
communities of Southeast Alaska including Whale Pass by restricting development and access opportunities in 
an already economically challenged region; and 
 
WHEREAS, many efforts have been made since 2001 to overturn or otherwise create meaningful changes to 
the Roadless Rule including the State of Alaska's 2018 petition for complete exemption from the Rule through a 
proposed Alaska-specific Roadless Rule; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2003 the U.S. Department of Agriculture conducted a review of how the Rule should be applied 
to the Tongass National Forest and determined that the Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan 
provides for sufficient protections through already specified roadless areas, and therefore the 2001 Roadless 
Rule is unwarranted and ineffective as applied to the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, through the continued efforts of the State of Alaska, the U.S. Department of Agriculture's recently 
released draft Environmental Impact Statement for exempting the Tongass National Forest lists six potential 
options for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, including Alternative 6 specifying a full exemption of the 
Tongass National Forest from the Rule; and 
 
WHEREAS, exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule would release approximately 
9.2 million acres from Roadless Rule restrictions and would enable cost-effective access for development; and 
 
WHEREAS, the approved 2016 Tongass Forest Land and Resource Management Plan provides for significant 
opportunities for management and protections for fish and wildlife habitats, recreation, wilderness and other 
resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, exemption from the Rule may restore countless economic opportunities for the people of 
Southeast Alaska through varied land use including timber, mining, fish and wildlife, wilderness, recreation, 
transportation, energy and hydropower; and 
 
WHEREAS, the above stated land uses and associated development opportunities would support living wage 
employment possibility, an enhanced quality of life for Southeast Alaska residents, and have a multiplier effect 
for the region by allowing sustainable economic growth in a number of economic sectors. 
 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Whale Pass, Alaska as follows: 



 
Section 1: The Council of the City of Whale Pass, Alaska strongly supports preferred Alternative 6 of the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule, or &quot;Roadless Rule.&quot; 
 
Section 2: The Council of the City of Whale Pass, Alaska supports legislation that provides for a variety of 
economic development opportunities to strengthen Whale Pass's and the region's economy and to create jobs. 
 
Section 3: The City of Whale Pass shall transmit a copy of this resolution to the USDA Forest Service, Senator 
Lisa Murkowski, Senator Dan Sullivan and Representative Don Young. 
 
Section 4: This resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage. 
 
PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the City Council for the City of Whale Pass on this 
5th Day of December, 2019. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
 
Mayor 
 
ATTEST:__________________________ 
 
City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
Randy Toman, City Clerk 
 
City of Whale Pass 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99950-0280 
 
 
 
[Attachment is a Word document version of the same comment above.] 
 
[Position] 
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CITY OF WHALE PASS, ALASKA  

                                                     RESOLUTION NO. 19-12-05-01  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF WHALE PASS, ALASKA IN SUPPORT OF 

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 6 OF THE PROPOSED ALASKA ROADLESS 

RULE, EXEMPTING THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST FROM THE 2001 

ROADLESS RULE; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE  

WHEREAS, in 2001 U.S. Forest Service adopted the Roadless Area Conservation Rule, or 

"Roadless Rule," to manage and restrict use upon National Forest System lands including the Tongass 

National Forest of Southeast Alaska; and  

WHEREAS, since its promulgation, the Roadless Rule has placed further economic burdens 

on the isolated communities of Southeast Alaska including Whale Pass by restricting development and 

access opportunities in an already economically challenged region; and  

WHEREAS, many efforts have been made since 2001 to overturn or otherwise create 

meaningful changes to the Roadless Rule including the State of Alaska's 2018 petition for complete 

exemption from the Rule through a proposed Alaska-specific Roadless Rule; and  

WHEREAS, in 2003 the U.S. Department of Agriculture conducted a review of how the Rule 

should be applied to the Tongass National Forest and determined that the Tongass Land and Resource 

Management Plan provides for sufficient protections through already specified roadless areas, and 

therefore the 2001 Roadless Rule is unwarranted and ineffective as applied to the Tongass National 

Forest; and  

WHEREAS, through the continued efforts of the State of Alaska, the U.S. Department of 

Agriculture's recently released draft Environmental Impact Statement for exempting the Tongass 

National Forest lists six potential options for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, including Alternative 

6 specifying a full exemption of the Tongass National Forest from the Rule; and  

WHEREAS, exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule would 

release approximately 9.2 million acres from Roadless Rule restrictions and would enable cost-

effective access for development; and  

WHEREAS, the approved 2016 Tongass Forest Land and Resource Management Plan 

provides for significant opportunities for management and protections for fish and wildlife habitats, 

recreation, wilderness and other resources; and  

WHEREAS, exemption from the Rule may restore countless economic opportunities for the 

people of Southeast Alaska through varied land use including timber, mining, fish and wildlife, 

wilderness, recreation, transportation, energy and hydropower; and  

WHEREAS, the above stated land uses and associated development opportunities would 

support living wage employment possibility, an enhanced quality of life for Southeast Alaska 



2 
 

residents, and have a multiplier effect for the region by allowing sustainable economic growth in a 

number of economic sectors.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Whale Pass, 

Alaska as follows:  

Section 1: The Council of the City of Whale Pass, Alaska strongly supports preferred 

Alternative 6 of the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 

2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, or "Roadless Rule."  

Section 2: The Council of the City of Whale Pass, Alaska supports legislation that provides 

for a variety of economic development opportunities to strengthen Whale Pass’s and the region's 

economy and to create jobs.  

Section 3: The City of Whale Pass shall transmit a copy of this resolution to the USDA Forest 

Service, Senator Lisa Murkowski, Senator Dan Sullivan and Representative Don Young.  

Section 4: This resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage.  

PASSED AND APPROVED by a duly constituted quorum of the City Council for the City of 

Whale Pass on this 5th Day of  December, 2019.  

 

 

 

 

___________________________ 

Mayor 

ATTEST:__________________________ 

                  City Clerk 

 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clare 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clare Cleveland and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Clare Cleveland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Cleveland and I live in Santa Clara, California. 
 
I believe reducing toxic emissions to our atmosphere is critical for our health and long term survival. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, George Cleveland 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerry Cleveland and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
This must not happen! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerry Cleveland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lea 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4063 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please stand up to protect the world we have been gifted. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lea Cleveland 
 
Spartanburg, SC 29302 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lea 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4063 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please stand up to protect the world we have been gifted. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Lea Cleveland 
Spartanburg, SC 29302 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Cleveland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maureen Cleveland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Cleven 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heidi Cleven and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heidi Cleven 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carrie 
Last name: Clevenger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The importance of leaving elder forests untouched cannot be overstated. We dont need the wood. Profit over 
preservation is a deadly venture, for the forests, its inhabitants, and eventually, the rest of us. I have two kids, 
and my 11 year-old stresses daily about whether she will get to see what I have. I tell her of times the sky was 
dark with flocks of birds. Those times are rare now.Im sure there is something else to be made money off of 
there. Just please let the trees be. Please. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joey 
Last name: Clevenger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO LOGGING 
 
I do not want renewed logging in Tongass National Fores and choose alternative 1. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adrienne 
Last name: Cleverly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a strong supporter of our wild public lands, waters and wild lands, I am very concerned with the proposed 
rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to 
strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the 
wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters 
are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion 
economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. Once destroyed by development, it is 
unlikely that these incredible wild areas will ever recover. I strongly encourage you to seek long term 
sustainability over short term profits. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. Please consider the broader, 
longer term impacts of this action and protect the Tongass. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gregory.a.. 
Last name: clewell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gregory.a.. clewell and I live in Seaside Heights, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gregory.a.. clewell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Clewett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Clewett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Clewett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Clewett and I live in Lexington, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Clewett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cliburn 
Organization: Vermont Law School 
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
 
 
I write to urge you to select Option 1--the no action alternative--with respect to the Proposed Alaska Roadless 
Rule. As this Administration itself has pointed out in its Fourth National Climate Assessment released late last 
year, we live in perilous times. The global mean surface temperature is 1.1 C higher than the preindustrial era, 
principally attributable to anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions. Indeed, as the International Panel of 
Climate Change reported last year, not only must we reduce such emissions by nearly half in the next decade, 
we must take CO2 out of the atmosphere to return to what science considers safe levels for human and 
nonhuman life to continue. 
 
 
 
Therefore, promulgating a rule change allowing logging in old-growth forests is precisely the opposite of what a 
responsible Administrator should be doing. As I am sure you know, forests like the Tongass are an 
extraordinary carbon sink. Indeed, the Tongass is one of the premier carbon sinks in the world. The best 
estimates are that the Tongass sequesters about 650 million tons of CO2. That is roughly half of the United 
States' total emissions in any given year. Removing these particular trees in a temperate rain forest is not like 
logging in other forest systems. 
 
 
 
Though I have little doubt that you and Chief Christensen will carry forward with the rule, I would like you to 
know that these are the moments and the decisions that define us as humans. Good humans make sure that 
there is enough to go around for everyone. That means that there is an atmosphere worth living in for our 
children and our grandchildren. You probably do not think that this rule will change a thing with respect to future 
generations, but as stewards of our country's public forests--and in many ways, our future--you might just want 
to do something on the side of life, and of decency in this perilous moment. 
 
 
 
The proposed rule is one among many such policy decisions you have made, and perhaps will make. But I ask 
you and the Chief to think of this, for it will surely happen to you: one day a young person--perhaps your 
grandchild or great-grandchild--will come up your driveway and she will ask you the question of when you knew 
that our way of living was destroying the atmosphere. You will answer her that you knew before now, and that 
anyone who wanted to know, could have known. And then she will ask you what you did after knowing the 
truth. And you will have to say to her that you allowed Alaska an exemption to the Roadless Rule in order to cut 
down trees in the largest carbon sink in our country knowing that your actions would make the problem 
measurably worse. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frederick 
Last name: Cliff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Clifford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruth Clifford and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
I know big changes like this are expensive, but the cost doesn't compare to the damage to health and the 
climate caused by emissions from fossil-fuel-using vehicles. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ruth Clifford 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Clifford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve Clifford and I live in Penndel, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
There is no justification to destroy the planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve Clifford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Talson 
Last name: Clifford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6273 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Clifford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Clifford and I live in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Clifford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Briana 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One 
 
I, Briana Drury, choose Alternative One. I do NOT want renewed road building or logging in the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
Briana Drury 
 
Petersburg AK 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Clifton and I live in Mount Upton, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose ANY reduction or weakening of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass NF. Majestic Trees, most 
over 500 year in age, are worth more than taxpayer subsidized logging for shipment to Asia to be milled into 
products which we don't actually need. A recent report details how taxpayer subsidized logging has amounted 
to hundreds of millions of dollars in losses, just to destroy a pristine rainforest that belongs to all of us. We must 
protect the Tongass by maintaining roadless areas, ending ANY old-growth logging and transitioning to a 
sustainable tourism/recreation-based economy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Comateta 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Comateta Clifton and I live in New Orleans, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Comateta Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helene 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helene Clifton and I live in Selbyville, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Helene Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trina 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC699 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Clifton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wendy Clifton and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
 
I support the Clean Air Act as it stands.  No exceptions. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wendy Clifton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Cline and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments -- and protecting our public interest.  
Regards, Craig Cline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jarad 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I was recently informed about the possible decision to remove logging protections from the Tongass National 
Forest in Alaska. I wanted to submit a comment, or rather, plea, in an effort to dissuade this decision. 
 
I do not live in Alaska, but the great state of Kentucky. However, both states share exuberant natural beauty. I 
have seen how damaging practices such as logging and mining can be to nature. We inherited this land from 
our ancestors. Looking back in history, we can see how poor industry practices have effected not only the land, 
but the people on the land. 
 
Take the photos often seen of settlers coming into the now states California, Oregon, and Washington for the 
first time and encountering unspoiled forests. Some of the trees therein were possibly, and even likely, 
thousands of years old. What did they do when they saw such wonder? They proceeded to cut down the trees 
of old, hunt the animals, and raze the area. 
 
Even looking to the time of the great expansion west in the mid-to-late nineteenth century, photo evidence 
exists of prairie-men slaughtering Bison by the thousands. 
 
To mention a final example, though many, many others exist, think more recently of the British Petroleum (BP) 
oil tragedy in the Gulf Coast region of the U.S. Not only was the wildlife of that area effected dramatically, but 
so were the people, the citizens of this country. 
 
Even the Federal Government is still stepping in, nearly ten years later. An article from Houston Public Media 
stated that nearly $226 million has been approved to "...restore marine habitats in the Gulf Of Mexico after [the] 
2010 BP Oil Spill." 
 
While it is true that the oil spill was an industrial accident, the cost of the accident, especially in terms of human 
life, and in the case of wildlife, is simply too high to pay again. 
 
Logging and the creation of new logging roads may not have the same impact as an oil spill, but there is still 
great environmental cost. Natural ecosystems and beauty cannot be recovered in a small amount of time. It 
can take decades, or even centuries for area to fully recovery from the price of polluting and destructive 
industry. 
 
I highly recommend reading an article posted in the Seattle Times on December 6th, 2019 by Elsa M. 
Sebastian and Marina Anderson. These two women are reportedly from the area in question and shed real light 
on the situation that should be looked at thoroughly before any action is taken. 
 
Climate Change is also an important factor that CANNOT be overlooked. In the Seattle Times article mentioned 
above, the two authors state, "We have a responsibility to protect ancient forests as natural buffers against 
climate change, and the Tongass is the largest carbon sink in our national forest system." 
 
I know the current administration is skeptical of Climate Change. I used to be of this mindset until I stared to 
look at why I believed the way I did. I started to listen to the other side of the argument and to make up my own 
mind. The conclusion I arrived at was sobering, since I had been denying it all along. Climate Change is 
happening, and we must do something about it. 
 
Allowing the creation of logging roads and the exploitation of the Tongass Forest would be a grievous leap in 
the wrong direction. Even NASA's web page on climate Change states, "Multiple studies published in peer-
reviewed scientific journals[1] show that 97 percent or more of actively publishing climate scientists agree*: 
Climate-warming trends over the past century are extremely likely due to human activities. In addition, most of 
the leading scientific organizations worldwide have issued public statements endorsing this position." 
 



We must conserve what unspoiled nature we have. We can even look to our own governmental past of an 
example of how conservationist was once highly regarded. Theodore Roosevelt, the twenty-sixth president of 
the United States, may have been one of the first to really get the ball rolling. The National Parks website 
states, "The conservation legacy of Theodore Roosevelt is found in the 230 million acres of public lands he 
helped establish during his presidency. Much of that land - 150 millions acres - was set aside as national 
forests... The idea was to conserve forests for continued use. An adamant proponent of utilizing the country's 
resources, Roosevelt wanted to insure the sustainability of those resources." 
 
So, I ask you, whoever is reading this long, albeit passionate, plea, look to the younger children that you know. 
It could be nephews or nieces, cousins, family friends, or even your own children. Ask yourself what world we 
will leave them. Ask yourself what it is they may never have the opportunity to see or experience of nature, 
because we thought industry was a higher priority over a cleaner, safer, more beautiful world. 
 
I leave you with this proverb: A society grows great when old men plant trees in whose shade they know they 
shall never sit. 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing an image of a man cleaning up oil spill] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of large pile of bison skulls] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of large tree cut down] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of man standing on a moutainside] 
 
[attachment contains the following link: https://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/save-the-rare-wild-beauty-of-the-
tongass-national-forest-from-renewed-logging/] 
 
[Position] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of a man cleaning up oil spill] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of large pile of bison skulls] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of large tree cut down] 
 
[See attachment containing an image of man standing on a moutainside] 
 
[attachment contains the following link: https://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/save-the-rare-wild-beauty-of-the-
tongass-national-forest-from-renewed-logging/] 
 
[Position] 
 









https://www.seattletimes.com/opinion/save-the-rare-wild-beauty-of-the-tongass-national-forest-from-renewed-
logging/ 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Justin Cline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Cline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Cline and I live in Knoxville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Cline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry Cline and I live in Garland, Texas. 
 
 
Einstein said it best, "Question authority". I stand with you all in your quest for a better world. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Terry Cline 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wes 
Last name: Cline 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Clines 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles Clines and I live in Fort Worth, Texas. 
 
Quit ruining our planet by clearing trees and ruining the land. Trees are critical in helping curb carbon dioxide 
and the forest should be protected. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Charles Clines 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deanna 
Last name: Clinger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deanna Clinger and I live in Canal Winchester, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deanna Clinger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leon 
Last name: Clingman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leon Clingman and I live in Scarsdale, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leon Clingman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erik 
Last name: Clinton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Clinton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3257 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Clinton 
 
Whitman, MA 02382 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jessie 
Last name: Clinton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jessie Clinton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: clinton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia clinton and I live in Sun City, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia clinton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frederick 
Last name: Cliver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frederick Cliver and I live in Long Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frederick Cliver 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Clodfelter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Clodfelter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Cloeter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-
0023. I am writing these comments to strongly urge you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
 
Earlier this year, I was saddened to hear about the wildfires that have consumed a large portion of the Amazon 
Rainforest. When I was a young girl, there was nothing I enjoyed more than learning about the different species 
that inhabited the rainforest. Now that I am pregnant with my own daughter, I am afraid that there will be 
nothing left for her to enjoy of the beautiful wildlife that we are slowing, and often unconsciously, destroying. 
 
If the proposed ruling goes into effect, it will set a precedent for similar rulings in the future. Damage to these 
parks is irreversible. Once they have been destroyed or fragmented, it will impossible to completely restore 
them. If we do not protect the integrity of our national parks, they will slowly vanish. While the proposed ruling 
might benefit industry in the short term, the natural resources, such as timber, that we consider important at this 
moment in history will likely change. In contrast, the untouched wilderness of Alaska will remain a timeless 
treasure. It will always be possible to harvest timber on the land. However, if the trout and salmon populations 
decline due to habitat degradation, they may never recover--a loss that will not only affect the fishing industry in 
Alaska, but also the health of animals and humans who consume these species. Furthermore, we should also 
consider how the unique biology of the largest remaining coastal rainforest might contribute to scientific 
research and medicine in the future. 
 
In conclusion, I believe that the proposing ruling, while attempting to balance conservation efforts with 
economic concerns, will ultimately cause more harm than good. Thank you for considering the public's opinion 
on this matter. 
 
Sincerely,Rebecca Cloeter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Cloner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Cloner and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
We need to protect these pristine places for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Cloner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cloonan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cloonan and I live in Ventura, California. 
 
The Trump administrations plan for the remaining part of Bears Ears National Monument puts destructive 
activities before the publics interest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Cloonan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Cloptom 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Close 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Close 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Close 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcia Close and I live in Monroe, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcia Close 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Closson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Closson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Cloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debra Cloud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Cloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Cloud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Cloud and I live in Palmyra, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Cloud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roy 
Last name: Cloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roy Cloud and I write in opposition to rolling back the Tongass Roadless Rule. The long term 
benefit to the local region from eco-tourism and from the native salmon industry (in which I have worked) far 
outweigh the benefits to the timber industry and to wishes for real estate development. That benefit alone is 
reason to preserve the Tongass for the ages. The other reason, of course, is the increasingly clear need to 
keep the forest intact to preserve the air that we need to live. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cloud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Cloud 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christian 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We need the Tongass National Forest for a carbon sink 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
My assumption is that the Trump Administration and its many political appointees don't actually care about any 
position that isn't anti-Obama, anti-environment, anti-corruption, anti-profiteering, and anti-regulation-unless 
those positions can somehow benefit the already rich and the powerful. 
 
Nevertheless, I am writing to you to share my opposition to the proposed development of the Tongass. With 
accelerating climate change and worsening repercussions from it, more than ever we need these wild forests to 
mitigate atmospheric carbon buildups, and to provide safe habitat for species that are or will more likely 
become threatened or endangered. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears 
and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life 
raft in this time of climate change. Logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these values. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of 
which rely on intact forests to thrive. It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests 
because your agency has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, harming wildlife and waters 
along the way. 
 
Further, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the 
Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is simply a backdoor repeal of the 
2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure 
water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Christian Clough 
 
Chicago, IL 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia.It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.   
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cynthia Clough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steve Clough and I live in Ballwin, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steve Clough 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the wilderness alone! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3335 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Steve Clough  
Manchester, MO 63021 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Clough 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3335 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steve Clough 
 
Manchester, MO 63021 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robyn 
Last name: Cloughley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robyn Cloughley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Clouser 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcia Clouser 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Clouthier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongas free of logging, mining and drilling! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Cloutier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Wait so the gubmint wants to allow for an outdated practice of some kind? THAT'S a surprise. How about 
instead you just leave it be. We have so few pristine areas left, so perhaps don't destroy this one? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Cloutier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dennis Cloutier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Calley 
Last name: Clover 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Abby 
Last name: Clow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Abby Clow and I live in Sonoma, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Abby Clow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Clow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Clow and I live in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Clow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dustin 
Last name: Cloyes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dustin Cloyes and I live in Columbiaville, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dustin Cloyes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: charlene 
Last name: clukey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is charlene clukey and I live in Wells, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, charlene clukey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Clutter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Clutts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Matthew Clutts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1325 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Clyde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Clyde and I live in Twentynine Palms, California. 
 
Only when the last tree is cut and the last stream poisoned will you learn that money cannot be eaten. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robert Clyde 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cnorbi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Cnorbi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: gabriella 
Last name: cntri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is gabriella cntri and I live in Middletown, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, gabriella cntri 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Co 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Co and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Co 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Coahran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Coahran and I live in Los Banos, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Coahran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Coalgate 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerry Coalgate and I live in Williamsburg, Virginia. 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerry Coalgate 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Coalter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Coan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terri Coan and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
The Trump Administration does not respect life and their actions show that no animal, no land, No water will 
stop them from achieving their goals. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Terri Coan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Coar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Coar and I live in Eureka, California. 
 
You can make a big difference in helping to support our environment instead of destroying our planet. Alaska 
needs your protection. Please dont be intimidated and do protect our forests, clean water and wild animals. 
Thank you for listening. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carol Coar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Coar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julie Coar and I live in Arcata, California. 
 
We must do everything in our power to protect our forests &amp;amp; watersheds at this critical juncture. 
Please protect our wild forests of Alaska. It is one of the most important things you can do at this time. Thank 
you, julie 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Julie Coar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Coari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Coari and I live in Freehold, New Jersey. 
 
A roll back of the Roadless Rule in Alaska is detrimental to wildlife, native people, climate change, recreation, 
fishing and is only being considered because of the greed of corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christine Coari 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexandra 
Last name: Coates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexandra Coates and I live in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alexandra Coates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Arthur 
Last name: Coates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Arthur Coates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Coates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
For a long time, the Forest Service, in addition to preserving our National Forest, have assisted lumber 
companies in harvesting timber by identifying lands that could be harvested and building roads to them. The 
cost of road building has been borne by the U.S. tax payer as the lumber companies have claimed the road 
building costs would make it unprofitable for them. These claims were very much over-stated at best and in the 
recent years there has been more insistence for the lumber companies to pay the for road building themselves. 
I support this policy as I believe the lumber companies have been subsidized far too long. There should be 
standards for the road building that preserves natural watersheds and the health of the forests and priority 
given to those companies that preserve them. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Coates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1 (no action). I believe opening these lands to road development for timber is shortsighted. 
The temparate rainforests of the Tongass are a unique ecosystem in the world and are an essential habitat for 
many animals. Fish habitat is essential for the region. Tourism and recreation provide economic benefit to the 
region. The features that make this land livable for fish and attractive to tourists and recreation users are 
threatened by the other alternative proposals. These industries are more important economically than logging 
subsidized by taxpayer dollars. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sally 
Last name: Coates 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sally Coates 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1221 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC462 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
I live & work on The Tongass. I was born here. It is in my blood. I eat fish. I drink water. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
no action. 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
- NA - 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Prince of Wales Island & surroundings. 
 
Unukwater shed. 
 
The watershed I live on! 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Recreating, subsistence, hunting, fishing (commerical and personal) hike, harvest, gather, study, pray, teach, 
train. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 



By protecting the habitats, forest and only thin + harvest timber on *tiny* [text underlined for emphasis] 
hometown scales of operation. 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
I will fight for what I love. This is my home. Keep it as pristine as it can be. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cathryn Coats 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathryn 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Coats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Coats and I live in Lexington, KY. 
Hello, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Coats 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bill Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Calvin 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Calvin Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:36:11 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Cobb and I live in East Amwell Township, NJ. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Teacher who is helping to preserve the earth. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global treasure, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to support small-scale, sustainable logging, restore salmon habitat 
that was hurt by past logging practices, perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dianne Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Cobb and I live in Archer, Florida. 
 
 
Protect our forests!! Protect our BELOVED country!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marsha 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marsha Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Cobb 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Cobb and I live in Moreland Hills, Ohio. 
 
 
America needs protection form coal ash.  Our children's lives depend upon it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Cobb 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Cobban 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Cobban and I live in Cave Junction, Oregon. 
 
 
It is unacceptable to not want clean air or water.  This has to STOP. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Cobban 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cobble 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Cobble 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Cobbold 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diana Cobbold 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Coberly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Coberly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Cobert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Cobert and I live in Mount Ephraim, New Jersey. 
 
We live on the only planet we have. We cannot afford rolling back on environmental protections. I want my 
daughter and future grandchildren to have a safe place to live. Please protect their futures. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle Cobert 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Coble 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Coble and I live in Liverpool, New York. 
 
With the obvious signs of increasing climate change, we cannot ignore that trees are crucial to protecting our 
atmosphere. I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Deborah Coble 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristin 
Last name: Coble 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristin Coble and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristin Coble 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BRETT 
Last name: COBLENTZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rod 
Last name: Coblentz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Cobrand 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phillip Cobrand 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Coburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Coburn and I live in Cantonment, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Coburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shane 
Last name: Coburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shane Coburn and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shane Coburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shane 
Last name: Coburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shane Coburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberto 
Last name: Cocci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberto Cocci and I live in Bradenton Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roberto Cocci 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Coccia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raymond Coccia and I live in Greensburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raymond Coccia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Cochilla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Cochilla and I live in Bedminster, New Jersey. 
 
Another example of reckless disregard for the health and well-being of low-income and minority communities. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Brian Cochilla 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Grace 
Last name: Cochon 
Organization: USDI Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Title:  
Comments: 
U.S. Department of the Interior Comments - Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas DEIS 
 
Dear Mr. Ken Tu, 
 
Attached is a comment letter from the U.S. Department of the Interior regarding the DEIS for the Alaska 
Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. For your convenience, also attached is the DOI comment letter 
submitted in October 2018 during the NOI scoping period, which is referenced in our current letter. Thank you 
for the opportunity to comment. 
 
We kindly request that you please confirm receipt of our comments. If you have any issues with opening the 
attachments, please do not hesitate to contact me or Phil Johnson (copied above). 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Grace 
 
-- 
 
Grace Cochon 
 
Regional Environmental Protection Specialist 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
 
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
 
 
 
The following was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, or 
tables from the attached original. 
 
Mr. Ken Tu 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
Subject: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement for proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Tongass 
National Forest 
 
Dear Mr. Tu: 
 
The U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas on the Tongass National 
Forest, which was prepared by the U.S. Department of Agriculture's (USDA) U.S. Forest Service (USFS). Our 
comments and recommendations are submitted in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1970 (NEPA; 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, and the NEPA Implementing Regulations 40 CFR parts 1500-1508) and 
National Park Service Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1). 
 



The USFS public rulemaking process for Alaska Roadless Areas will address the management of inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. The USFS is proposing to develop a long-term approach to 
address social, economic, and ecological issues on the Tongass National Forest in Alaska in response to the 
January 2018 petition by the State of Alaska, requesting a regulatory exemption from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule (66 FR 3244). An Alaska Roadless Rule would replace the 2001 Roadless Rule in Alaska 
only. The 2001 Roadless Rule prohibits, with some exceptions, road construction, road reconstruction, and 
timber harvesting on certain National Forest System lands across the country. 
 
The DOI submitted formal comments to USFS on October 15, 2018, in response to a Notice of Intent to 
prepare this Draft EIS. At that time, the USFS was soliciting public input on the nature and scope of the 
environmental, social, and economic issues related to Alaska-specific rulemaking that should be analyzed in 
depth in the document. The Department's previous comments noted the potential for impacts to lands managed 
by the DOI's National Park Service (NPS) as well as species-specific information by location for areas on the 
Tongass National 
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Forest, including forested islands, with recommendations for habitat protection prioritization. Consistent with 
those comments, the NPS and USFWS may provide comments and recommendations on resource concerns 
and locations on project-specific NEPA documents in the future. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft EIS for Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless 
Areas. DOI bureaus remain available to provide additional information and technical assistance. If you would 
like any assistance regarding tourism and recreation issues, please contact Ms. Brooke Merrell, Environmental 
Planning and Compliance Team Leader with NPS. If you would like any assistance regarding fish, wildlife, and 
habitat issues, please contact Ms. Jennifer Spegon, Fish and Wildlife Biologist with USFWS. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Michaela E. Noble 
 
Director, Office of Environmental Policy and 
 
Compliance 
 
 
 
ER 18/0402 
 
Mr. Ken Tu 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
Subject: Roadless Area Conservation; National Forest System Lands in Alaska Dear Mr. Tu: 
 
The Department of the Interior (the Department) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on a Notice 
of Intent (NOI) by the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service (FS) to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) and public rulemaking process for Roadless Area Conservation on National Forest 
System Lands in Alaska received on August 30, 2018. 
 



The USFS has initiated the scoping process under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 
4321-4347, and the NEPA Implementing Regulations 40 CFR parts 1500[shy]1508), in response to a January 
2018 petition by the State of Alaska, requesting a regulatory exemption from the 2001 Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule (66 FR 3244). The Comments below represent the combined comments from the National 
Park Service (NPS) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). 
 
General 
 
The NPS manage America's national parks for the enduring benefit and legacy of present and future 
generations under the NPS Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1). The Skagway and White Pass Units of the 
Klondike Gold Rush National Historical Park (Klondike NHP) border the Tongass National Forest (TNF). The 
legislative purpose of these units is, in part, to preserve in public ownership for the benefit and inspiration of the 
people of the United States, the historic structures and trails, artifacts and landscapes and stories associated 
with the Klondike Gold Rush of 1898 (Klondike NHP Foundation Statement and Public Law 94-323). The 
Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve (Glacier Bay NPP) also borders the TNF, with the legislative purpose 
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of, in part, to preserve for the benefit, use, education, and inspiration of present and future generations 
nationally significant natural, scenic, historic, archeological, geological, scientific, wilderness, cultural, 
recreational, and wildlife values (Public Law 96-487). 
 
In addition to sharing boundaries with the TNF, these NPS units intertwine with FS lands within the larger 
terrestrial and marine ecosystem of northern Southeast Alaska. Please see Attachment A prepared by the NPS 
and is entitled the "Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas with Species-specific Information". The 
Department recommends considering the NPS recommendations regarding protections provided by the 
roadless designation. 
 
The FWS has supported the FS in the inclusion of the Tongass National Forest in the 2001 Roadless Rule in 
the August 4, 2000, letter (DOI to USDA-USFS CAET, ER00/0371). On August 26, 2002, the USFWS provided 
a letter to the Forest Service with a list of 36 specific areas within the Tongass National Forest to consider for 
Wilderness designation in their EIS (DOI to the USDA-FS, ER02/0479). On a September 6, 2018, 
teleconference with the FS, the USFWS agreed to review the areas identified in 2002, together with FS's most 
current land use maps, to produce a refined list of areas where it would be most important to maintain 
protections provided by the roadless designation. 
 
Roadless areas offer refuge critical to species that are intolerant of human activities or vulnerable to 
overharvest or competition with invasive species. The FWS details in Attachment B impacts to species, and 
effects on the environment as road densities increase and construction occurs. Detailed recommendations are 
broken down by specific area. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments to the NOI to prepare an EIS for Roadless Area Conservation on 
National Forest System Lands in Alaska. For comments from the NPS, please contact Brooke Merrell, 
Environmental Planning and Compliance Team Leader with any questions. If you have questions regarding the 
FWS comments, please contact Ms. Jennifer Spegon. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michaela E. Noble 
 
Director 
 
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
 
Enclosures 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 
National Park Service Specific Comments "Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas with Species-specific 
Information" October 2018 
 
Wilderness Resources 
 
The majority of the shared boundary between Glacier Bay NPP and TNF includes designated wilderness within 
Glacier Bay National Park. The NPS manages its wilderness resources under the Wilderness Act and the 
Keeping it Wild interagency framework to preserve the following qualities: 1) undeveloped characteristics; 2) 
solitude, primitive, and unconfined recreation characteristics; 3) natural characteristics; and 4) untrammeled 
characteristics. Changes in roadless status of TNF lands adjacent to NPS-managed wilderness have the 
potential to affect wilderness qualities, viewshed, and visitor experience within the Glacier Bay National Park 
Wilderness. 
 
Viewsheds 
 
In addition to considering viewsheds in the context of wilderness (as discussed above), impacts to viewsheds 
on NPS lands should be considered in the EIS. Examples include but are not limited to: 1) the narrow river 
valley setting of the Skagway and White Pass District NHL and 2) the viewshed from within the NHL boundary 
that encompasses 5,000 foot, forested mountains of the TNF, uninterrupted by modern construction. These 
viewsheds in particular are a part of the cultural landscape of the NHL managed by Klondike NHP. 
 
Biosphere Reserve 
 
The potential for changes in roadless status of TNF lands to impact the qualities of the Biosphere Reserve (with 
particular focus on Admiralty Island) should be considered in the EIS. 
 
Glacier Bay NPP-Admiralty Island is a joint UNESCO Biosphere Reserve site managed by the NPS and the 
USDA Forest Service. Biosphere Reserves are based on the functions of: conservation (contribute to the 
conservation of landscapes, ecosystem, species and genetic variation); development (foster economic and 
human development which is socio-culturally and ecologically sustainable); and logistic support (facilitate local 
demonstration projects, environmental education and training, and research and monitoring related to local, 
regional, and global opportunities for conservation and sustainable development). 
 
Wildlife Connectivity and Corridors 
 
Potential impacts to terrestrial wildlife should be considered in the EIS. The shared boundary between NPS and 
TNF represent areas of potential wildlife connectivity and movement corridors, such as the Alsek River corridor, 
the Endicott Gap corridor and the Couverdan/Excursion Inlet area in Glacier Bay NPP. The NPS lands provides 
diverse habitats for many wildlife species such as brown and black bears, wolves, mountain goats, moose, and 
other terrestrial wildlife species. Changes in roadless status of TNF lands adjacent to NPS-managed lands 
could affect wildlife populations within the park. 
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Other Resources 
 
Elements impacted by changes in roadless status of TNF lands adjacent to NPS-managed lands such as night 
skies, natural sounds, air quality, and landscape composition on NPS lands, as well as fish and the natural flow 
and character of waterways such as the Skagway River, among others, should be considered in the EIS. 
 
Tourism 
 



The potential for changes in roadless status of TNF lands to impact tourism and its contributions to local 
economies in and around NPS-lands should be considered in the EIS. 
 
The scenic and cultural values of the White Pass and Yukon Route railroad and Klondike NHP play a critical 
role in the growing tourism industry of Skagway. The historic integrity of Skagway, the historic and continued 
use of the White Pass and Yukon Route railroad and the wild and scenic nature of the tourist experience draw 
tourists to the area. Development of road systems and industrial activities within the Skagway and White Pass 
District NHL boundary or within the viewshed from the NHL boundary would adversely affect these values. 
 
Recreation areas of Glacier Bay NPP are intertwined with TNF wilderness recreation areas by the tour vessel 
industry. This industry brings substantial financial resources to the state's economy, including small 
communities that rely on this vital input to their seasonal economy. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
 
Fish and Wildlife Service General Comments October 2018  
Road Density 
 
Roadless areas offer refugia critical to species that are intolerant of human activities or vulnerable to 
overharvest or competition with invasive species. For example, Person et al. (1996) demonstrated wolf 
harvests on Prince of Wales Island in the southern portion of the Tongass National Forest doubled where road 
densities averaged 0.66 mile per square mile, tripled with roads at 1.19 miles per square mile, and quadrupled 
with road densities at 1.63 miles per square mile when compared to areas without roads. Subsequent research 
has confirmed road densities continue to be an important element contributing to harvest rates (Person and 
Russell 2008, pp. 1545 to1548; USFS 2008a, pp. 74 to 75; and Person and Logan 2012 p. 12). The current 
Forest Plan standards and guidelines encourage but do not require road density limits where wolf mortality is a 
concern (FS 2016). The Tongass National Forest also has some of the highest densities of brown bears in the 
world. Local extirpation of bears, and behavioral avoidance of roads, also occurs with bears in vicinities of 
humans. Management of road densities, such as limiting densities to no more than 0.7 mile of open roads per 
square mile of forest, would reduce the probability that overharvest of wolves or other species would occur if 
development is ultimately allowed in roadless areas. 
 
Effects on the environment amplify as road densities increase. As fish, game, and furbearing species decrease, 
the quality of recreation, hunting, fishing, and subsistence activities may decrease as well. Sitka black-tailed 
deer, for example, are an important subsistence food. Deer are managed by the Federal Subsistence Board to 
meet subsistence needs throughout the year in Southeast Alaska. Deer are the primary prey of wolves, 
providing approximately 77 percent of wolves' diet on Prince of Wales Island (Person et al. 1996, p. 25). 
Because both wolves and humans are particularly reliant on deer, a healthy deer population, in combination 
with effective access and harvest management, is important for the health and functionality of the 
wolf/human/deer system. If roadless areas are opened to road construction, it is important to consider 
protections of deer winter habitat in low elevation, high volume, areas of old growth. 
 
Road construction 
 
Activities associated with roads and road construction can reduce watershed integrity, disrupt aquatic 
ecological processes, cause erosion and sedimentation, and degrade water quality if the road crossing is not 
built to appropriate design standards. Sediment transported from roads and ditchlines can fill stream pool 
habitat, degrade or eliminate fish spawning habitat, and block fish passage. The Tongass National Forest has 
over 5,000 miles of inventoried roads and 3,650 classified road/stream crossings on Class I and II fish streams. 
In some cases, recent 'minimally engineered' culvert installations on existing roads are not meeting passage 
standards (USFS 2014). Between 1998 and 2014, the USFS has spent over $18 million remediating high 
priority road stream crossings on the Tongass to bring those roads up to current USFS design standards. In 
summary, roads can cause ongoing ecological and economic costs if constructed without adherence to 
appropriate design standards. 
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In recognition of watershed integrity sustaining production of Pacific salmon, steelhead, and wildlife on the 
Tongass National Forest, analyses were conducted to rank over 1,000 watersheds by habitat attributes (Albert 
and Shoen, 2007). Of these 1,000 watersheds, 77 were identified as having the highest value for fish and other 
high-ranking ecosystem components and linkages. These 77 watersheds were recognized in the 2016 Tongass 
Land Management Plan (TLMP) Amendment as not available for old growth timber production (USFS 2016, p. 
A-5). 
 
The FS should consider incorporating the conservation priority watersheds identified by Albert and Shoen 
(2007) and recognized in the 2016 TLMP Amendment (USFS 2016) in the evaluation process and maintain 
existing protections in these areas. 
 
Where road systems are, or are likely to be, connected to communities we recommend the USFS consider 
road density limits be established at no greater than 0.7 mile of open roads per square mile of forest, to reduce 
impacts associated with overharvest of important game and furbearing species in areas. 
 
The FWS recommends analyzing areas where timber harvests could be accomplished without road 
construction (using helicopter yarding, for example), as this would be more compatible with conservation of 
wildlife habitat in some areas. The FWS continue to recommend against clear-cut logging of high-volume, low-
elevation, and south facing stands of old growth forest because these stands are typically critical to survival of 
Sitka black-tailed deer during winter. 
 
Specific Comments Tongass National Forest Roadless Areas with Species-specific Information 
 
The FWS has identified the following specific areas with important values for fish and wildlife currently served 
by the roadless designation where we recommend the FS consider maintaining the protections provided by the 
roadless designation. As requested by the FS, the following list contains species-specific information by 
location on the Tongass National Forest where due to wildlife, fishing, hunting, and subsistence opportunities, 
we support management strategies and Forest Plan components that would protect long-term integrity of 
habitats, ecosystem processes, and ecological functions. The areas listed below contain some of the best 
remaining fish and wildlife habitat on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
NORTHERN MAINLAND 
 
Chilkat-West Lynn Canal, area 304, is important for waterfowl, fish, bald eagles, mountain goats, wolves, 
moose, and bears. The diversity of alpine forest and estuarine habitat supports a higher diversity of fish and 
wildlife than surrounding areas. Much of the area is very mountainous, and the west side is especially steep 
and rugged. The southernmost part of this roadless area, near Homeshore, has been heavily compromised by 
roads and clearcuts, however, much of the remainder appears to have retained its high fish and wildlife values. 
Protection of this area, particularly because it adjoins the Endicott River Wilderness and Glacier Bay National 
Park, would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the mainland. 
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CENTRAL MAINLAND 
 
Windham-Port Houghton, area 308, provides important habitats for waterfowl, fish, black and brown bears, 
wolverine, deer, wolves, moose, mountain goats, furbearers, and bald eagles. It is one of the most important 
and productive fish and wildlife resource areas on the mainland of the Tongass National Forest. Of highest 
value is the Port Houghton salt chuck area and Sandborn Canal. The part of 308 on the peninsula between 
Windham Bay and Tracy Arm has high value habitat with high volume estuarine meadows and brackish water 
environments; it is a low elevation, highly productive, old growth forest that supports a greater diversity of fish, 
birds, and marine and terrestrial mammals. Both areas have excellent connectivity to the Tracy Arm/Ford's 
Terror Wilderness. There has also been strong local and National support for managing these areas in a 



roadless condition in the past. Protection of this area, in combination with the Fanshaw (#201) roadless area, 
would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the mainland. 
 
Fanshaw, area 201, provides rich diversity of productive habitat that supports high populations of bears, deer, 
moose, wolves, goshawks, and an isolated population of mountain goats. Protections in this area, in 
combination with the Windham-Port Houghton roadless area (#308) would protect some of the most valuable 
remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the mainland of southeast Alaska. 
 
Madan, area 204, provides important habitat for bears, deer, mountain goats, wolves, and goshawks. This area 
contains one of the smallest known isolated populations of coastal cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden char in 
southeast Alaska. Protection of this area, which adjoins the Stikine-LeConte Wilderness Area, conserves 
valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the mainland. 
 
SOUTHERN MAINLAND 
 
The Cleveland Peninsula is a unique peninsula that offers a variety of habitats, supports a unique community of 
animals, and serves as a corridor for many mainland species to colonize the archipelago of Southeast Alaska. 
These areas receive high use by hunters, offer excellent fishing opportunities, and support unique wildlife 
viewing areas. There has been strong local and National support for managing for these areas under a 
roadless condition, primarily because of the recreation and subsistence values of these areas. 
 
Cleveland, area 528, is one of the most important and productive fish and wildlife resource areas on the 
mainland in the southern part of the Tongass. It supports a rich wildlife population, providing important habitats 
for waterfowl, fish, brown and black bears, deer, wolves, world record mountain goats, furbearers, and bald 
eagles. Interior, mainland species that are otherwise absent or rare in Southeast Alaska, such as moose, 
wolverines, and mountain lions have been recorded in this area. The majority of the salmonid habitat and 
production occurs in the Vixen, Port Stewart, Black Bear, and Wasta watersheds. The area has a diverse mix 
of habitats, including extensive and productive bays, alpine, muskeg, and low and high volume forest. Wildlife 
habitat on the Cleveland Peninsula is naturally fragmented by large bays penetrating the peninsula from both 
sides, which create a number of pinch points. Some interior areas of the 
 
 
 
6 
 
peninsula are connected by low elevation passes that are migration corridors for many wildlife species. 
Development in these areas is likely to inhibit movement of animals and restrict immigration and emigration, 
effectively isolating the peninsula from the mainland. 
 
The Peninsula is an important corridor for natural colonization of the southern and central islands of the 
Alexander Archipelago by mainland species such as mountain lions, wolverine, moose, and wolves. This is 
largely because the peninsula penetrates the archipelago much further than any other mainland peninsula in 
Southeast Alaska. 
 
The outstanding saltwater fishing in and around the major bays of this area is a major attraction. The Cleveland 
Peninsula is easily accessible from Ketchikan, Meyer's Chuck, and Wrangell and is an important recreation and 
subsistence-use area for these residents. 
 
Anan, area 209, provides important habitat for all the major wildlife species that inhabit the mainland. It also 
supports a relatively high population of black and brown bears. Anan Creek attracts the largest known 
concentration of black bears in southeast Alaska, a spectacle that attracts approximately 2,500 visitors per 
year. This area also offers a rare opportunity to view both brown and black bears at the same time. Since there 
is a hierarchy amongst bears, and between species of bears, large tracts of undisturbed wilderness are 
necessary to support these densities, and to preserve this unique opportunity to interact with bears. This area 
receives high use by hunters, and offers excellent fishing opportunities. 
 
Harding, area 207, immediately adjacent to the Cleveland Peninsula, provides important habitat for all the 
major wildlife species that inhabit the mainland. It also supports a relatively high population of brown bears 
particularly in the Harding and Eagle River drainages, but also Tom, Marten, and Hoya Creek watersheds. This 



area receives high use by hunters, offers excellent fishing opportunities especially for steelhead trout, and 
supports high populations of bears. Protection of this area, in combination with the Anon (#209) and North 
Cleveland (#529) roadless areas, would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the 
mainland of southeast Alaska. 
 
NORTHERN ISLANDS 
 
The areas described below offer outstanding opportunities for residents to hunt, fish, and encounter wildlife. 
The areas support healthy deer populations, salmon runs, and shellfish habitats. Subsistence users from Sitka, 
Angoon, Petersburg, and Kake use these areas extensively to obtain various foods. Secure anchorages, 
outstanding scenery, and high wildlife populations are among the reasons that the areas are so popular. 
 
Chichagof, area 311, provides important habitat for waterfowl, bald eagles, and other wildlife species. Much of 
this area is considered to be critical deer winter range for Sitka black-tailed deer. Chichagof Island also has 
some of the highest densities of brown bears in the world. Many streams throughout this roadless area are 
rated high for salmonid production. One of the most important areas is from Kadashan Bay to the head of 
Tenakee Inlet, and upper Hoonah Sound. 
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North Kruzof area 326, supports high populations of brown bears, deer, and forbearers, has a good mix of 
habitats, and receives high use by recreationalists. 
 
North Baranof, area 330, provides important habitat for waterfowl, fish, bald eagles, brown bears, and Sitka 
black-tailed deer. In fact, most of this area is considered to be critical deer winter range. Baranof Island has 
some of the highest densities of brown bears in the world. Of highest value is the area bound by Saook Bay 
(including the Lake Eva watershed), Kelp Bay, the South Baranof Wilderness Area, and the west side of the 
Duffield Peninsula (including the Fish Bay watershed). The Lake Eva watershed has become a popular 
destination for small cruise ships. 
 
CENTRAL ISLANDS 
 
Woewodski, area 218, supports populations of black bears, deer, and wolves with a variety of habitats including 
alpine, lake, muskeg, old growth forest, and estuaries. Woewodski likely serves as a stepping stone for 
movement of animals between Mitkof and Kupreanof Islands. The island is accessible by boat (navigable all 
around), and because of its proximity to Petersburg and Wrangell, is a popular recreation area especially for 
hunters. The cove on the southeast side is a popular anchorage. There is a high altitude (greater than 500 feet) 
population of cutthroat trout in Harry's Lake, and both Harry's and Harvey's Lakes are used by breeding 
amphibians. 
 
Mosman, area 233, supports populations of black bears, deer, wolves, goshawks, and moose with a variety of 
habitats including alpine, lake, muskeg, old growth forest, bays, and estuaries; the most impressive part being 
the peninsula west of Mosman Inlet. Logjam, Porcupine, Pump, and Navy Creeks have been identified as some 
of the highest quality fish habitat on the Wrangell Ranger District. Protection of this area, in combination with 
the South Etolin (#234) roadless area and South Etolin Wilderness Area, would conserve valuable remaining 
undisturbed forested habitats on the island. 
 
South Etolin, area 234, supports populations of black bears, deer, wolves, and moose. It has one of the 
smallest isolated populations of Dolly Varden char that we know of in this area. It has a variety of habitats 
including alpine, lake, muskeg, old growth forest, bays, and estuaries. Olive Creek provides high quality fish 
habitat, and is a popular steelhead and rainbow trout fishery. Protection of this area, in combination with the 
Mosman (#233) roadless area and South Etolin Wilderness Area, would conserve valuable remaining 
undisturbed forested habitats on the island 
 
KUIU ISLAND 
 



The following areas would provide protection that would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested 
habitats. 
 
Camden, area 242, has high wildlife habitat values for waterfowl, fish, deer, wolves, and goshawks, and has a 
high diversity of songbirds. It supports one of the highest densities of black bears in southeast Alaska, drawing 
many hunters to the area. The Slippery Lakes system offers 
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excellent fishing, including a strong steelhead run. There is a popular boat portage between Bay of Pillars and 
Camden Bay. 
 
East Kuiu, area 245, portions of this roadless area appear to have retained high to very high fish and wildlife 
values for waterfowl, fish, furbearers, deer, wolves, and bald eagles. It supports high densities of black bears, 
drawing many hunters to the area. Salt Lagoon/Seclusion Harbor and No Name Bay appear to have the 
highest value habitats, especially the Seclusion Harbor salt chuck. Protection of this area adjacent to the 
Tebenk of Bay Wilderness Area would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the 
island. 
 
There has been strong local and National support for managing for these areas under a roadless condition, 
primarily because of the recreation and subsistence values of these areas. 
 
Security, area 240, supports high densities of black bears, drawing many hunters to the area. The area has 
particularly high wildlife values for waterfowl, fish, deer, wolves, and goshawks. It has a variety of habitats 
including alpine, lake, muskeg, old growth forest, bays, and estuaries. Fall Dog Creek provides high quality fish 
habitat, and supports a unique November spawning run of chum salmon important to subsistence users, bears, 
and eagles. The communities of Kake and Kupreanof have previously recommended this area be designated 
as a Wilderness Area because of high subsistence values. Protection of this area would conserve valuable 
remaining undisturbed forested habitats on the island. 
 
KUPREANOF ISLAND VICINITY 
 
The following area near Kupreanof Island include uniquely productive river and estuary systems important to 
many species of fish and wildlife. Hunters, anglers, and other recreationists use this area heavily. The drainage 
is one of the last remaining intact, otherwise unprotected systems in Duncan Canal. 
 
Castle, area 215, the area provides important habitat for deer, wolves, and black bear. It receives high use by 
recreationalists from the local area and elsewhere. The Forest Service cabins are heavily used, primarily for 
fishing and waterfowl hunting. This is one of the few places that humans regularly penetrate inland from the 
shoreline, by following the Castle River upstream. Inland, many small lakes are frequented by waterfowl. Kah 
Sheets Creek and Lake support the only sockeye salmon run in the area and provide important habitat for 
steelhead and cutthroat trout, as well as coho salmon. Protection of this area in combination with the South 
Kupreanof (#214) roadless area would conserve valuable remaining undisturbed forested habitats on 
Kupreanof Island. 
 
SOUTHERN ISLANDS PRINCE OF WALES ISLAND 
 
Although much of Prince of Wales Island has been heavily harvested, the southern end of the island still 
supports relatively large roadless areas with high fish and wildlife habitat values. The areas we recommend for 
protection contain a mix of productive habitats that dramatically increase the long-term functional value of the 
existing adjacent South Prince of Wales Wilderness. 
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Eudora, area 507, is one of the most pristine roadless areas left on Prince of Wales Island. It has a unique 
population of Pacific yew (Tarus brevifolia), which contains a compound called taxol that is used as a 
chemotherapy drug. In addition, the area supports many highly productive fish streams, as well as black bear, 
deer, and wolf populations. The area has extensive karst 
 
resources, primarily in the north and has a diverse mix of habitats, including extensive and productive bays, 
alpine, and muskeg. It has great connectivity to the South Prince of Wales Wilderness Area. 
 
Nutkwa, area 531, has many productive fish streams, and black bear, deer, and wolves are common. The area 
contains the second highest percentage of old growth of the in any of the areas analyzed as roadless 2002. 
Due to the high proportion of higher volume forest, the area provides excellent connectivity to the South Prince 
of Wales Wilderness. 
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ER 19/0490 

PEP/ANC 

 

Mr. Ken Tu 

U.S. Department of Agriculture  

U.S. Forest Service 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska  99802-1628 

 

Subject:  Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement for proposed Alaska Roadless 

Rule, Tongass National Forest  

 

Dear Mr. Tu: 

 

The U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on the Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Areas 

on the Tongass National Forest, which was prepared by the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s 

(USDA) U.S. Forest Service (USFS).  Our comments and recommendations are submitted in 

accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1970 (NEPA; 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, 

and the NEPA Implementing Regulations 40 CFR parts 1500-1508) and National Park Service 

Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1). 

 

The USFS public rulemaking process for Alaska Roadless Areas will address the management of 

inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest.  The USFS is proposing to develop a 

long-term approach to address social, economic, and ecological issues on the Tongass National 

Forest in Alaska in response to the January 2018 petition by the State of Alaska, requesting a 

regulatory exemption from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule (66 FR 3244).  An Alaska 

Roadless Rule would replace the 2001 Roadless Rule in Alaska only.  The 2001 Roadless Rule 

prohibits, with some exceptions, road construction, road reconstruction, and timber harvesting on 

certain National Forest System lands across the country. 

 

The DOI submitted formal comments to USFS on October 15, 2018, in response to a Notice of 

Intent to prepare this Draft EIS.  At that time, the USFS was soliciting public input on the nature 

and scope of the environmental, social, and economic issues related to Alaska-specific 

rulemaking that should be analyzed in depth in the document.  The Department’s previous 

comments noted the potential for impacts to lands managed by the DOI’s National Park Service 

(NPS) as well as species-specific information by location for areas on the Tongass National 
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Forest, including forested islands, with recommendations for habitat protection prioritization.  

Consistent with those comments, the NPS and USFWS may provide comments and 

recommendations on resource concerns and locations on project-specific NEPA documents in 

the future. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft EIS for Rulemaking for Alaska 

Roadless Areas.  DOI bureaus remain available to provide additional information and technical 

assistance.  If you would like any assistance regarding tourism and recreation issues, please 

contact Ms. Brooke Merrell, Environmental Planning and Compliance Team Leader with NPS 

(907-644-3397 or brooke_merrell@nps.gov).  If you would like any assistance regarding fish, 

wildlife, and habitat issues, please contact Ms. Jennifer Spegon, Fish and Wildlife Biologist with 

USFWS (907-271-2768 or jennifer_spegon@fws.gov). 

 

            Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

          Michaela E. Noble 

Director, Office of Environmental Policy and 

Compliance 

mailto:brooke_merrell@nps.gov


Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Casey Cochran and I live in North Reading, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Casey Cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Cochran and I live in Denton, Nebraska. 
 
As a person who derives income from the oil and gas industry, I expect the EPA to NOT weaken air standards. 
The industry needs to capture methane no matter the cost. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cindy Cochran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dean 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Open the tongass forest to roads 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deirdre 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deirdre Cochran and I live in Loveland, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deirdre Cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: eric 
Last name: cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is eric cochran and I live in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, eric cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Cochran and I live in Durango, Colorado. 
 
Many corporate execs never step foot off concrete, they have no clue about and no concern regarding natural 
habitat. Keep the corporations out of the forests! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Holly Cochran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3640 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Cochran 
 
Spangle, WA 99031 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC295 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Alaska. The wild, intact roadless areas in the Tongass National forest 
and the Chugach NF are a large part of why I am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful 
stands of old-growth trees that cannot be found on such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come 
to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to hunt, fish, hike in America's largest and 2nd largest National 
Forest. That is why it is important tat the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
*Please select Alternative 1, the no-action alternative,* [text bolded for emphasis and the best option for 
Alaskans. 
 
I strongly oppose any effors to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest and the 
Chugach National Forest. The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please 
prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The 
Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded watersheds and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Cochran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Todd Cochran and I live in Missoula, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Todd Cochran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Cochrane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Cochrane and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Cochrane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dun 
Last name: Cochrane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Cochrane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Cochrane and I live in Lake Worth, Florida. 
 
Please! These forests are irreplaceable. Theyre our history, our heritage, our splendor. Please. Dont clear cut. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathryn Cochrane 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cochrane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Cochrane and I live in Easton, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kevin Cochrane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Cocks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Renee Cocks and I live in Citrus Heights, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Renee Cocks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Cocks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aleta 
Last name: Coco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Aleta Coco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erica 
Last name: Coco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Erica Coco and I live in Palm Bay, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Erica Coco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joellen 
Last name: Coco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joellen Coco and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
Please reserve the few places that remained untouched in the US for future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joellen Coco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cocquyt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitchell 
Last name: Codd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Absolutely not!  
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Codding 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Codding 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Codding 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donald Codding 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Cody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC516 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of South Baranof Wilderness, hosted by the Sitka Conservation 
Society (SCS). SCS hosts boat cruises in the summer to introduce people to the marvelous wonders of the 
Tongass with the help of experienced boat captains and knowledgeable naturalists. On this cruise into the 
South Baranof Wilderness, I have seen: 
 
Grey whales, sea otters, Pacific loons, common mar, Bald eagles Ravens, Moon Jellyfish, lions mane jellyfish, 
seastars, stellar sealion, a deap harbor seal, seaGulls, 
 
The Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon, steelhead 
trout, dolly varden are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into fjords and inlets. Brown 
bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses throughout the forest. 
These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka Spruce and Mountain Hemlock trees that tower over the 
land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
The South Baranof Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible biodiversity. It is 
just one example of what the Tongass National Forest can produce when it is protected and left to its own 
natural processes. The flora and fauna that we find in the South Baranof Wilderness area also thrive in 
inventoried roadless areas throughout the Tongass. These roadless areas are numerous around Sitka and 
provide our community with important hunting, fishing, foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on 
these roadless areas for our sustenance and our livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism 
industries. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like South Baranof, our way of life and the roadless areas we depend on are being 
threatened by politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and 
economic consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless area, and the intact habitat they support are an 
investment in the long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the national Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] Cody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joy 
Last name: Cody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joy Cody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cody 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Cody and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Cody 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Coe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Casey Coe and I live in Laurel, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Casey Coe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Coe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My family was in the logging business for generations but this is a unique area. It should be left as a natural 
area. Please, no logging in this area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Coe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rui 
Last name: Coelho 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As an active leader for a conservation non profit (President of Greater Boston Trout Unlimited) and a supporter 
of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and a user of our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Coelno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4905 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Coen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Coen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marnita 
Last name: Coenraad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6241 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Coerver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not remove the tongass national forest from the roadless rule. Leaving the roadless rule in place 
would be better for fish and wildlife as well as the people who enjoy them. The USFS has lost millions placing 
roads for timber harvest. Leaving tongass as is would be better for the nation. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Coerver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: H. 
Last name: Coetzee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is H. Coetzee and I live in La Canada Flintridge, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, H. Coetzee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Cofer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randy Cofer and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randy Cofer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosalba 
Last name: Cofer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rosalba Cofer and I live in Galt, California. 
 
Stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and to protect our national forests, our air, and our water 
for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rosalba Cofer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 1:40:57 PM 
First name: Toni 
Last name: Coffee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The continued existence of rare and wonderful birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern 
Goshawk is threatened by logging and roadbuilding which would be permitted if the Roadless Rule is 
weakened. This would be a tragedy. Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest 
and eliminate more of the big old trees that these birds and wolves and deer  rely on. On top of all that, climate 
change is threatening our very lives and intact, ancient forests are strongholds of climate resilience. The 
Tongass is one of world's largest. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. In addition, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. They really must be 
stopped before any more damage is done. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Toni Coffee 
New York, NY 10023 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Coffey and I live in Hudson, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Coffey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Coffey and I live in Hudson, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Coffey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cait 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect our national treasures! Do not allow Tongass to be destroyed. This remarkable eco system, one of the 
last old growth forests of size in the world, deserves our protection. Stand with the Trees! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chelsie 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Its our air 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5100 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Forest Conservation is critical to the survival of our civilization. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Coffey 
 
Green Lane, PA 18054 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josephine 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Josephine Coffey and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Josephine Coffey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynette 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynette Coffey and I live in Shasta Lake, California. 
 
Once these pristine forests are gone, they are gone. NO administration has the right to commit such an 
atrocity, affecting this natural treasure, nor to destroy the lives of indigenous people who depend on this area 
and hold it sacred to their history and their way of life. No more destruction by the criminal Trump enterprise. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lynette Coffey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:30:35 PM 
First name: Seth 
Last name: Coffey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Seth Coffey 
Billerica, MA 01821 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Coffey-edelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Coffey-edelman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Coffi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Coffi and I live in Westwood, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Coffi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Coffin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Coffin and I live in Hanson, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Coffin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Coffin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Coffin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Coffin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Coffin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Coffman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caitlin 
Last name: Coffman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No more roads. We have land that we currently log, we don't need to ruin more unspoiled land this way. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Coffman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No road through Tongass Forest 
 
I choose alternative one. The last pristine places in the world should be protected and cherished, not logged. It 
is unconscionable to consider cutting down this old growth, further damaging the lungs of the earth. 
 
Leave the damn forest alone. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenda 
Last name: Coffman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Glenda Coffman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kathleen 
Last name: coffman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kathleen coffman and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kathleen coffman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Cofresi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shirley Cofresi and I live in Applegate, California. 
 
What. Is breaking the law the new normal for forest services also. NOT! Leabe the Tongass National Forest 
alone. It's been there longer than you. Remember that. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Shirley Cofresi 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Cogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass should not be logged any further. It is the last intact old growth temperate rainforest in the world. 
It provides places for fish to spawn, feeds thousands of Alaskans and helps capture massive amounts of 
carbon and keeps the temperature cool in a time of raging forest fires from California to Alaska. We need more 
firsts, not less. Logging employs fewer than 1 percent of Alaskans, so this only profits very wealthy people, not 
the working class. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Cogdill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is crucial to the future of our country and the planet in general. Once it is pillaged 
for financial gain, there will be no replacing it. The Forest contains trees that are centuries old and play a crucial 
role in storing carbon. Not unlike the Amazon, our atmosphere depends on these vital growths. 
 
There comes a point when we have to put the future well-being of this planet we inhabit ahead of profit and 
pandering. To continue down a road of regression rather than stay on the path of progress will set us back in a 
critical way. 
 
It not only diminishes our future in terms of climate change, it lessens our standing as a nation on the global 
stage. 
 
The current administration needs to stop pandering to big money and start doing what is right for the American 
people. It is not "America First" to destroy our natural resources, it's Money First. 
 
Please reconsider this plan because once it happens, there is no turning it around. And you owe us better than 
that. 
 
What will your legacy be? 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katharine 
Last name: Coghill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express my extreme displeasure with the proposed exemption of the Tongass from the Roadless 
rule. As a former fishery biologist I know the extreme damage to salmon habitat that occurs with the 
construction of any new roads. Roadless areas of the Tongass must remain roadless. 
 
 
 
Those in position to be severely and irrevocably harmed by the proposed exemption to the roadless rule 
include: 
 
1. Alaska natives who rely on traditional subsistence practices. 
 
2. Commercial fishermen and all those who benefit from the fishing industry. 
 
3. Sports and charter fishermen and all those associated with those industries. 
 
4. Those who rely on wild areas of the Tongass for religious and spiritual sustenance. 
 
5. All future generations of humans for which potential experience of wilderness and wildlife populations are 
disappearing at exponential rates. 
 
6. All humans experiencing the deleterious effects of increasing world temperatures. 
 
 
 
Around the world people are struggling to stop the unraveling of their ecosystems. Here in southeast Alaska we 
must hang on to every bit of healthy forest and refrain from destryoing these regions with new roads. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Cogswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jack Cogswell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Cogswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jack Cogswell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathie 
Last name: Cohan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave the Tongass forest pristine and exempt from logging. There are too many endangered flora and 
fauna that would be put at risk. Cant we leave areas in this country exempt from making money? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sydney 
Last name: Cohee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Cohen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alicia Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The policies that govern the resources of the people should not be subject to state by state alteration for the 
individual benefit of particular commercial interests that hold sway over local politicians. Our eastern forests 
have already suffered "death by one thousands cuts." Now our western forests are threatened with the same. 
Roads lead inexorably to alterations of ecosystems that cannot be undone, and these alterations release 
carbon just at the time when the balance of the Earth is threatened by excessive emissions of greenhouse 
gases. Option 1, the existing plan, provides adequate opportunity to timber harvest and no persuasive reasons 
have been advanced for more. As a result, the record only supports, and the Forest Service can only approve, 
the current plan. Allowing Alaska to gain control of forest management will result only in further degradation of 
this unique landscape. Greed alone drives this process. Enough. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aubrey 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC831 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brian Cohen and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brian Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Cohen and I live in Nanuet, New York. 
 
This continuing destruction of OUR natural resources to enable trump's friends to increase their already 
grandiose wealth can not continue.It's OUR country, not his! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bruce Cohen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bruce Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C. 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C. Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carly 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carly Cohen and I live in East Lansing, Michigan. 
 
It is of the utmost importance that we protect Alaska and its forests to ensure that now and in the future we can 
i) protect and maintain species and biodiversity ii) ensure that clean air is available for now and future 
generations and iii) to help combat climate change as our world is on fire and we need to start acting like it! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Carly Cohen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles Cohen and I live in Huntsville, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charles Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Claire Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claire Cohen and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
I want my granddaughter to grow up to live in a livable world. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Claire Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dan Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elihu 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elihu Cohen and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elihu Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elihu 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elihu Cohen and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elihu Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Fiona 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC815 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail Cohen and I live in Des Plaines, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gail Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Cohen and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
 
as a physician, I see the need to protect our children from these products 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Cohen and I live in Charlottesville, VA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a precious national resource that must not be squandered. We must act now to 
address climate change and protect our environment. We cannot wait any longer to act, and we certainly can 
no longer afford to move in the wrong direction. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as Americau2019s best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world the recreational opportunities it provides the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains to keep public lands wild for future generations its status as a national and global 
treasure the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removalreplacement improve fish passage wildlife thinning etc) low-impact recreation (camping hiking hunting 
foraging etc) . It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations develop more recreational opportunities like 
trails and cabins support small-scale sustainable logging establish the economic value of the carbon stored in 
the Tongass restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices . We need to stop subsidizing the 
clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harriet 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harriet Cohen and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harriet Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Cohen and I live in Brewster, New York. 
 
Trees absorb Carbon. We need to stop adding carbon to the atmosphere since it is warming the earth. DO 
NOT CLEARCUT the Tongass or allow any clearcutting of National Forests. This isn't just "shortsighted", ---- 
it's plain stupid. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Holly Cohen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Howard Cohen and I live in Palo Alto, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Howard Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Howard Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jerry Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joann 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest roadless rule should stay in effect - no action 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: judith 
Last name: cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is judith cohen and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, judith cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Cohen and I live in Johnston, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Justin Cohen and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Justin Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karin 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karin Cohen and I live in Danforth, Maine. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karin Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ken Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Cohen and I live in Menlo Park, California. 
 
I recently visited Alaska. After talking to resident people there I know how proud they are of their natural 
heritage and need for climate protection policies. Please do not roll back the roadless rule in Alaska. Do not 
harvest the tongass National Forest. Let's move forward to the future with creative ways to sustain economy , 
jobs and our environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Cohen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Cohen and I live in Montclair, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Cohen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MARV 
Last name: COHEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MARV COHEN and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MARV COHEN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Cohen and I live in Woodbridge, CT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I think it is important for carbon storage and stability of the ecosystem which ultimately affects the populations 
that depend on it. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michelle Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mitch 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mitch Cohen and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mitch Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: neil 
Last name: cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is neil cohen and I live in Yonkers, New York. 
 
The Tongass has been there for generations. It is our legacy and heritage and helps in our fight againt climate 
change. The public interest trumps private. Leave this vital area alone 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, neil cohen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Cohen and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rajal 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rajal Cohen and I live in Moscow, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rajal Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raymond Cohen and I live in Vernon Hills, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raymond Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ROBERT 
Last name: COHEN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ROBERT COHEN and I live in Garden City, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ROBERT COHEN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support, and urge you to please support Alternative 1. Native homelands deserve genuine care and 
protection, as do Wildlife and Fisheries Habitat. Old Growth Forests are crucial to the absorption of 
atmospheric CO2. Enough is enough; the current political climate seems to favor a return to the bygone creed 
of resource extraction no matter the impact, and of less and less regulation of industry across the board. We've 
gone down this road before (pun somewhat intended). It's time for people of knowledge and conscience to say 
no to the greedy ethic of perpetual material exploitation, which is a mindset that never stops wanting its way, 
whatever the cost, and never stops wheedling, bullying, cajoling and manipulating in order to get it. The 
Roadless Rule said "NO!" to all such scheming; please don't extract a single tooth from it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robin 
Last name: cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robin cohen and I live in Boynton Beach, Florida. 
 
 
please do not sacrifice our natural treasures for $$$ 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robin cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rochelle 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rochelle Cohen and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
With the influx of people to the state, it's only going to get worse. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rochelle Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Samantha Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stuart 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern, 
 
Re: Tongass Forest Exemption from Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
I am very much for retaining the Roadless Rule in the Tongass. 
 
I am a 37 year resident of Alaska, own a home here, raised my family here and have no intention of leaving. I 
have been following this issue since I came to the state in 1982, and while there have been some positive 
developments, many of the fundamentals have not changed. It's frustrating to write the same letter once again. 
 
Logging is still a parasitic, heavily subsidized industry that can't stand on its own two feet. Never could in 
Alaska, never will. We've been spending $30,000,000-40,000,000 per year propping up this industry; over a 
billion dollars since I arrived in Southeast. We've got nothing to show for it except some aging loggers, slowly 
recovering salmon streams and a legacy of ugly clearcuts. There is no reason to try to keep this sham going; it 
would be better economics to pay the remaining 150 loggers $60,000 per year NOT to log. They'd be safer 
from injuries and the taxpayers would save about $20,000,000 per year. As a businessman and a taxpayer, I 
resent that my taxes have been used to destroy some of the last old-growth forest on earth. Additionally, the 
tourism value of a Roadless Tongass is far higher than its value as clearcuts. 
 
I am well acquainted with the studied lie that claims that only a small part of the Tongass would be logged. 
They've been using that one since 1982. In reality, the parts slated for logging are a huge portion of the last 
large old-growth trees left, regardless of what the land mass is. I am all for logging and building roads on the 
30% of the Tongass that is rock and ice. Then I guess I can go around telling people that road-building and 
logging is allowed in fully 30% of the Tongass, so it's all good. If you're going to exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule, that would the best place to start. 
 
Furthermore, as a person with children, I am aware of the Tongass's important role as a carbon sink, and I do 
not want to see one more element of our increasingly doubtful salvation be degraded. Climate change is real, 
and the Tongass, like the Amazon, has an important role to play. Future generations deserve to have this one 
remaining jewel intact, unlike the vast forest resources which have been liquidated one tree at a time in the 
Lower 48. 
 
Important civic projects like power interties and even mining have adequate ability to access the Tongass under 
the present rules. Please keep the Roadless rule in place. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization: Ms. 
Title:  
Comments: 
nothing good will come from this 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 9:02:23 PM 
First name: Sydney 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sydney Cohen and I live in La Mesa, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
It is important! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, 
to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest 
supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tova 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tova Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tova 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tova Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tova 
Last name: cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tova cohen and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tova cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tova 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tova Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Cohen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Wayne Cohen and I live in Plainville, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Wayne Cohen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gabriel 
Last name: Cohen-Glinick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gabriel Cohen-Glinick and I live in Providence, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gabriel Cohen-Glinick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Cohick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Cohick and I live in Boiling Springs, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melanie Cohick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Cohick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melanie Cohick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cohig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These lands need continued protection. Do not permit this rollback, which will have catastrophic impact on the 
environment at a time when protection is more necessary than ever. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Cohler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Cohler and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
Clean air is the most fundamental thing for our survival. What possible reason could there be for damaging the 
air we all need to breathe? Do not even think of wrecking the environment! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellen Cohler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Cohler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Cohler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amber 
Last name: Cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amber Cohn and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amber Cohn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
I am appalled at the indifferent willingness and disregard you and other Trump underlings have toward our 
Native Alaskan communities. How can you look yourself in the mirror knowing that if this plan goes forward, 
YOU will have personally and intentionally signed the death warrant for these people. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
How, in good conscience, can you possibly - and with apparent and careless indifference deliberately support 
this plan that will clearly have an irrefutably negative impact on these Indigenous peoples who have lived in 
and, for the reasons given above, have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. 
 
you and other Trump underlings have toward our Native Alaskan communities. How can you look yourself in 
the mirror knowing that if this plan goes forward, YOU will have intentionally signed the death warrant for these 
people. 
 
What power you must feel you have as the result of allowing the wanton destruction of the Tongass National 
Forest which will lead to the elimination of these three Indiginents support the willful and what will turn out to be 
the permanent destruction and loss of the many bright and beautiful things that have, for centuries, been part of 
our country's heritage and legacy. What will there be for our children - for YOUR children, YOUR grandchildren 
and THEIR children to be proud of, all due to YOU and to this contemptible Administration's utter apparent lack 
of interest in or concern for anything beyond that which will increase your wallet and your bank account. YOU, 
TRUMP and all who support this plan, should be embarrassed and ashamed. 
 
Regards, Carol Cohn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ken 
Last name: Cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ken Cohn and I live in Dayton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ken Cohn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marcus 
Last name: Cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcus Cohn and I live in La Quinta, California. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Marcus Cohn 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marcus Cohn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mendie 
Last name: Cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mendie Cohn and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
I dont want my children and grandchildren choking to death on polluted air. Once we destroy our environment, 
there is no turning back. We have one earth, and we need to nurture and care for it or we are all fucked in the 
end -- including the corporation CEOs. You all breathe the same air as we do -- did you think that you get a 
pass while the rest of us get sick and die? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mendie Cohn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: cohn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert cohn and I live in New Orleans, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert cohn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ursula 
Last name: Cohrs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Tongass and Chugach national forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
II am disappointed with the U.S. Forest Service's proposed Alaska Roadless Rule and associated draft 
environmental impact statement. 
 
As you probably know, the draft plan would open more than 15 million acres of currently protected roadless 
areas in the Tongass and Chugach national forests to road building, logging, and other development. 
 
We have spent time in Alaska and I care about this issue and would like you, my elected representative, to 
please tell the Forest Service that protecting the Tongass and Chugach national forests is a priority. 
 
It seems unbelievable that the Forest Service's preferred management plan would open up vast tracts of 
America's remaining ancient forest to logging and road building. 
 
Roadless area protections sustain southeast Alaska's forests, including thousand-year-old sitka spruce, 
western hemlock, and western red cedar. 
 
These forests are home to species including brown bears, wolves, eagles, black-tailed deer, and world-class 
salmon habitat that support commercial and recreational fisheries. 
 
Also, importantly, 1 in 10 jobs in southeast Alaska is in the seafood industry and contributes 10 percent of all 
regional employment earnings. 
 
According to a McDowell report on the economic value of the Alaskan seafood industry (2013), these 
percentages equate to direct employment of 13,500 individuals and an estimated $321 million in labor income 
in the southeast region alone. 
 
More numbers: 
 
The Tongass produces 25 percent of the entire West Coast's annual salmon harvest. 
 
The Forest Service estimates that the salmon industry generates $986 million annually. 
 
And in an August 2019 letter to Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue, more than 200 southeast Alaska 
fishermen and fisherwomen urged the Forest Service to select an alternative that broadly protects fish habitat, 
continues the phase-out of industrial scale old growth clear-cutting, and prioritizes the restoration of degraded 
watersheds and streams. 
 
Instead, the Department of Agriculture and the Forest Service have proposed renewed large-scale logging that 
would adversely affect the tourism and seafood industries of southeast Alaska. 
 
I'm asking you to please urge the Forest Service to stop the rollback of the important 2001 national Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and protect the Tongass and Chugach national forests! 
 
Thank you! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ursula Cohrs 
 
Tracy City, Tennessee 



 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ursula 
Last name: Cohrs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I'm writing to you today because I am very upset about the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
You must be aware of the fact that the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 
million acres of roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander Archipelago 
wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. 
 
In addition it stores a vast amount of carbon with its centuries-old trees which serve as a carbon-reserve life raft 
in this time of climate change. Logging will release most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these values.The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which 
provides a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing which 
both rely on intact forests to thrive. 
 
It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests because your agency has fragmented 
and logged so much of our national forests, harming wildlife and waters along the way. 
 
I am fundamentally opposed to your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless 
areas on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. Is this simply a backdoor 
repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule?! The Roadless Rule, as you know, protects all roadless lands because of 
the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please select the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Thank you for listening. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ursula Cohrs 
 
Bay Village, OH 44140 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Cohu 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC206 
 
Please Keep the roadless rule intact. 
 
Protect the Tongass! 
 
Support the No-Action alternative. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Suzanne Cohu 
 
Juneau, AK 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: daniela 
Last name: cojocaru 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is daniela cojocaru and I live in Wellesley, Massachusetts. 
 
My name is Daniela Cojocaru, I live in Boston, MA, area, I am a PhD in Statistics and a mother of two children 
to whom the future belongs. I am writing to urge you to do good because it is in your power to. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, daniela cojocaru 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Cokeley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from roadless areas on 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate change. I urge 
you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Adopted in 2001, the National Forest Roadless Area Conservation Rule is one of our nation's bedrock 
conservation protections intended to safeguard more than 58 million acres of national forests. From 1999 to 
2001, the Forest Service held over 600 public meetings nationwide, including 28 throughout Washington State. 
In what was one of the most extensive public participation efforts in the history of federal rulemaking, more than 
1.6 million people commented during the rulemaking process, with 95% supporting strong roadless area 
protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most balanced and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It protects our remaining ancient forests, pristine and unroaded watershed, core 
wildlife habitat and world class recreational opportunities, while leaving more than half of the national forest 
system available for sustainable logging and other development. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
United States 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tom Cokeley 
 
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Glenda 
Last name: coker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Glenda coker and I live in Fresno, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Glenda coker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Coker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Coker and I live in Pueblo, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Coker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Coker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teri 
Last name: Coker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teri Coker and I live in Allen, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teri Coker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Coker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rosemarie 
Last name: Colacino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
1. The Tongass National Forest is a vital tool to combat climate change 
 
 
 
The Tongass is the biggest national forest in the U.S. and arguably one of the biggest tools in our arsenal to 
confront climate change. 
 
 
 
In addition to their many other gifts, trees pull carbon from the atmosphere and store-or "sequester"-it. The 
underlying soil absorbs some of that heat-trapping gas as well, making forests major carbon sinks and an 
increasingly big part of the discussion when we talk about how to stem the tide of global warming. 
 
 
 
Partly owing to the local climate and other factors, the Tongass is uniquely suited to this task (some have even 
taken to calling it "America's Climate Forest" or the nation's "climate insurance policy"). It stores more carbon 
than any other national forest and is likely one of the most productive carbon-trapping forests on Earth. 
 
 
 
Encouraging more logging would not only blunt that secret weapon, but make the Tongass a part of the 
problem instead; when forests are logged, the carbon that had been stored in their trees and soil is ejected into 
the atmosphere again. A report published in 2016 found one proposal to log old-growth trees in the Tongass 
would result in greenhouse gas emissions comparable to what would be added to the atmosphere if you put 4 
million new vehicles on the road and had them drive around for the next 100 years. 
 
 
 
2. The Tongass National Forest is America's salmon forest 
 
 
 
The waterways of Tongass National Forest produce a huge number of pink, sockeye, coho and king salmon 
that help sustain local fishing communities. In fact, one-quarter of the entire West Coast's annual commercial 
salmon harvest comes from the Tongass, earning it the unofficial designation "America's Salmon Forest." 
 
 
 
A big reason the forest's watershed and others in this part of the state are so prolific is that they're much more 
intact and undamaged by human activity than elsewhere in the Pacific Northwest. It's easy to see how cutting 
Roadless Rule protections could ruin that: roads introduce harmful erosion and disrupt the passage of salmon, 
while logging robs fish populations of trees that offer cooling shade in the summer, warming shelter in the 
winter and a stabilizing root system that acts as a hedge against flooding. 
 
 
 
Additionally, the cycle of salmon traveling from the sea back to freshwater streams and rivers to spawn super-
charges the forest ecosystem. Anything that hurts trees on a large scale will hurt salmon, which will in turn 
further hurt trees (and every other living thing in the neighborhood). 
 
 
 



3. The Tongass National Forest is important to some Indigenous communities 
 
alaskas_tongass_national_forest-3361141.jpg 
 
 
 
The Tlingit nation has continuously inhabited Southeast Alaska for thousands of years, efficiently subsisting on 
the natural bounty offered by the Tongass and other wildlands. Hundreds of years ago, they were joined by the 
Haida and Tsimshian nations, which similarly live off the land. A renewed effort to log and develop in the 
Tongass, where tens of thousands of Indigenous Alaskans still live, threatens a place that some in these 
communities consider their ancestral homeland. 
 
 
 
As you might expect, Indigenous figures are prominent among those speaking out in defense of the Tongass. 
In 2019, Indigenous activists descended on both Washington DC and the state capitol in Juneau to ask that the 
Tongass be protected and the Roadless Rule kept intact. Some Alaska Native corporations have even been 
active in constructing carbon-offset agreements with energy companies in order to ensure the preservation of 
parts of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
4. The Tongass National Forest helps ensure clean drinking water 
 
 
 
Forests constitute a water treatment network that catches rainfall, regulates storm runoff and pulls pollution 
from the soil rather than allowing it to make it back to waterways. Roads and logging may disrupt that system 
and also introduce new sediment and pollutants to the mix. 
 
 
 
Most watersheds that overlap with roadless areas provide drinking water to the public (in all, the Forest Service 
estimates that about 180 million Americans rely on national forest lands to capture and filter their drinking 
water). Though relatively far removed from sizable cities and towns, Tongass is no exception, providing clean 
water to several communities in Southeast Alaska. Keeping the very wildest forests in the Tongass protected 
from development helps ensure the wellbeing of those communities. 
 
 
 
5. The Tongass National Forest supports the economy 
 
 
 
The typical justification for gutting the Roadless Rule or otherwise increasing old-growth logging in the Tongass 
is to boost local economies. But to put it simply, times have changed. 
 
 
 
It isn't the 1800s anymore when national forests were just a necessary means to guarantee a steady supply of 
lumber and paper. We now understand the unique and important role of older trees in everything from 
combating climate change (see above) to maintaining a healthy wildfire regimen. We also understand that the 
decades of industrial-scale logging that preceded the passage of the Roadless Rule were dangerous and 
counterproductive, and that an intact forest provides clean air, water and other communal "ecosystem services" 
whose value far exceeds that of a flatbed truck piled high with spruce and cedar logs. 
 
 
 



Nowadays, the timber industry accounts for only about 1 percent of Southeast Alaska's jobs, and even industry 
heavyweights who want to cut down more trees admit their chunk of the economy is in its natural twilight. 
Furthermore, analyses suggest logging of roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest is grossly 
uneconomical, as the Forest Service typically makes back less than a dime for every dollar spent on selling the 
forest's old-growth trees. According to a recent report, taxpayers will likely lose hundreds of millions of dollars 
in the coming years from just a few planned timber sales in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
Meanwhile, industrial-scale logging and road-building threaten the abundant wildlife and beautiful scenery 
essential to tourism in Southeast Alaska, an industry that contributes more than $1 billion to the region each 
year and accounts for 15 percent of the region's employment. Many Alaskans have noted this and decried the 
outsize influence of timber interests while speaking out against changes that would exclude the state's forests 
from Roadless Rule protections. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Colafranceschi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tina Colafranceschi and I live in Whitethorn, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tina Colafranceschi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Colangeli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony Colangeli and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony Colangeli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Colao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Colao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Colao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Colao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Natalie 
Last name: Colao 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1296 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Colarelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the Tongass National Forest free if roads. This is a beautiful area. Don't pave paradise. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Colarulli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Colarulli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Colavito 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edwin 
Last name: Colberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edwin Colberg 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lesley 
Last name: Colberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lesley Colberg and I live in Cottage Grove, Oregon. 
 
The future of our home, our planet, depends so much on protecting the forests. Please don't be fooled by greed 
and ignorance. Protect the forests. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lesley Colberg 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Colbourn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Colbourn and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Colbourn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jacqueline Colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Matt Colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: patricia 
Last name: colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is patricia colburn and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
Pillaging our common resources must STOP!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, patricia colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Colburn and I live in Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Colburn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phillip Colburn and I live in Calvert City, Kentucky. 
 
 
Please do not open any more of the Tongass National Forest to logging. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phillip Colburn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hillary 
Last name: Colby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hillary Colby and I live in Aurora, Illinois. 
 
 
Alaska is beautiful and majestic, please don't ruin it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hillary Colby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ddouglas 
Last name: colclasure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Mr Earl Stewart, Supervisor 
 
Tongass National Forest 
 
USDA Forest Service Alaska Region 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628, 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
 
 
 
 
R2@fs.fed.us 
 
akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
kktu@fs.fed.us 
 
 
 
Mr. Kenneth K. Tu 303-275-5156 
 
Regional Administrative Review Coordinator 
 
Interdisciplinary Team Leader 
 
U. S. Forest Service 
 
1617 Cole Boulevard, Building 17, 
 
Lakewood, CO 80401-3305 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Tu, October 19th, 2019 
 
 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
 
 
While cutting old trees, often to be carted off to Japan, South Korea, etc may create short term jobs and value 
to the local economy , in the end the jobs will be gone, the economy will be gone, and natural environment will 
be impacted . The idea that cutting these old trees offers a sustainable economy for the local communities is 
not supported by the historic facts . 
 



 
 
Here there is the increasingly rare opportunity to preserve this narrow coastal environment in its natural 
balance for the long term value to the local communities, the State, and our Nation. There still are these limited 
and diminishing remnants of the native North American landscapes. Please find a way to preserve them for the 
long term sustainable benefit of the local citizens and our entire Nation. 
 
 
 
Please continue the management of the Tongass National Forest in accordance with the 2001 Roadless Rule 
for the benefit of the environment, the climate, the fisheries, the wildlife, a sustainable economy, --- in a word 
the lives of people, local, regional, and nationally. . 
 
 
 
On the topic of preserving native forests it brings to mind a sign tacked to the end of a massive log on a truck in 
the Pacific Northwest "Happiness is a three log load" . This was in the mid 1970's . In barely half a lifetime the 
forests, centuries in the making, are gone & the happiness is gone. 
 
 
 
Whatever the eventual decision, please find a balance so that happiness of an old forest is not lost . Keeping in 
mind a preserved natural landscape has great value as well. 
 
 
 
Hopefully this input is helpful and thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, Doug Colclasure dougcolcl@aol.com 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Colclasure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC386 
 
Sent: Friday, October 18, 2019 3:42 PM 
 
Subject: Alaska Roadless Rule Comment Submission # 54511 
 
Dear Mr. Schmid, October 18th, 2019 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
While cutting old trees, often to be carted off to Japan, South Korea, etc may creat short term jobs and value to 
the local economy , in the end the jobs will be gone, the economy will be gone, and naturual environment will 
be impacted . The idea that cutting these old trees offers a sustainable economy for the local communities is 
not supported by the historic facts. 
 
Here there is the increasingly rare opportunity to preserve this narrow coastal environment in its natural 
balance for the long term value to the local communities, the State, and our Nation. There still are these limited 
and diminishing remnants of the native North American landscaptes. Please find a way to preserve them for the 
long term sustainable benefit of the local citizens and our entire Nation. 
 
Please continue the management of the Tongass National Forest in accordance with the 2001 Roadless Rule 
for the benefit of the environment, the climate, the fisheries, the wildlife, a sustainable economy, --- in a word 
the lives of people, local, regional, and nationally.. 
 
On the topic of preserving native forests it brings to mind a sign tacked to the end of a massive log on a truck in 
the Pacific Northwest *"Happiness is a three log load"* [text bolded for emphasis]. This was in the mid 1970's. 
In barely half a lifetime, the forests, centuries in the making, are gone & the happiness is gone. 
 
Whatever the eventual decision, please find a balance so that happiness of an old forest is not lost. Keeping in 
mind a preserved and undisturbed old growth natural landscape has great value as well. 
 
Hopefully this input is helpful and thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Sincerely, Doug Colclasure 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Colclasure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5056 
 
Dear Mr. Schmid,       October 18th, 2019 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
While cutting old trees, often to be carted off to Japan, South Korea, ect may create short term jobs and value 
to the local economy, in the end the jobs will be gone, the economy will be gone, and natural environment will 
be impacted. The idea that cutting these old trees offers a sustainable economy for the local communities is not 
supported by the historic facts. 
 
Here there is the increeasinly rare opportunity to preserve this narrow coastal environment in its natural 
balance for the long term value to the local communities, the State, and our Nation. There still are these limited 
and diminishing remnants of the native North American landscapes. Please find a way to preserve them for the 
long term sustainable benefit of the local citizens and our entire Nation. 
 
Please continue the management of the Tongass National Forest in accordance with the 2001 Roadless Rule 
for the benefit of the environment, the climate, the fisheries, the wildlife, a sustainable economt,---in a world 
that lives of people, local, regional, and nationally. 
 
On the topic of preserving native forests it brings to mind a sign tacked to the end of a massive log on a truck in 
the Pacific Northwest *"Happiness is a three log load"* [text bolded for emphasis]. This was in the mid 1970's. 
In barely half a lifetime the forests, centuries in the making, are gone & the happiness is gone.  
 
Whatever the eventual decision, please find a balance so that happiness of an old forest is not lost. Keeping in 
mind a preserved and undisturbed old growth natural landscape has great value as well.  
 
Hopefully this input is helpful and thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely,   Doug Colclasure  [email] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: K.Brian 
Last name: Colclasure 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is K.Brian Colclasure and I live in Chula Vista, California. 
 
What will satisfy the greed of the corporate community? America, greatest country in the world, is ruled by 
wealth. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, K.Brian Colclasure 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherilyn 
Last name: Coldwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sherilyn Coldwell and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sherilyn Coldwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angela Cole and I live in Erie, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angela Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bobby 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Cole and I live in Cape Elizabeth, Maine. 
 
I value the history of the distant past and know that heritage is worth saving, not made a political target. Bears 
Ears should be exempt from this petty political fight. It is ancient and helps us gain perspective that we are here 
as part of a continuum of human development. These places gave to all of us and are worth good stewardship. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bruce Cole 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Cole, and I live in Western North Carolina. I am writing to urge you to continue to protect the 
Tongass National Forest by upholding the Roadless Rule that wisely safeguards its wildlife, clean water, and 
precious old growth trees. Forests worldwide play a key role in maintaining biodiversity and serving as carbon 
sinks to combat climate change, yet they are threatened across the planet. The Tongass is a jewel of the 
National Forest system, and the ecosystem services it provides far outweigh more temporary gains from 
logging and development. Economically, the tourist industry fueled by an intact forest is also the best way to 
provide long term employment to those in need. Please think of the future and protect the forest fully. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chris Cole and I live in Bend, OR. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Protecting heathy old growth forests is incredibly important - especially as we move closer and closer to a 
climate crisis. Dollars made now will last you not a short time; its not worth it. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Cole and I live in Unalaska, Alaska. A few years I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, the peace and solitude I find in nature, foraging for wild foods, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 3: community priority. it protects 
important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the 
Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying 
nature, viewing wildlife, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations,. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Kuiu Island, the 
southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass 
Yakutat forelands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Kupreanof Island,. I want the roadless areas in these 
locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters. It is important to me 
that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Not sure. The State 
of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 



 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Cole and I live in Brunswick, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana cole and I live in Oceanside, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diane Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dori 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dori Cole and I live in Wheaton, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dori Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dori 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dori Cole and I live in Wheaton, Illinois. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dori Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Cole and I live in Evanston, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eddie 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eddie Cole and I live in Topeka, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eddie Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: emily 
Last name: cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emily Cole and I live in Buffalo, NY. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, emily cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Howard 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3119 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As an avid Steelhead fisherman, I've always wanted to Steelhead fish southeast Alaska. The Roadless Rule 
has conserved key areas of the Tongass from industrial old-growth logging and supported habitat for salmon, 
trout and steelhead, provided recreational access for anglers, and advanced southeast Alaska's $2 billion 
fishing and tourism industries. The proposed repeal of the Roadless Rule on the Tongass is a direct result of 
political and special interest decision-making aimed at reviving an outdated clear-cut logging industry that 
threatens key fish and wildlife resources in southeast Alaska. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning 
streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife 
populations need to survive. 
 
I strongly suggest you take the "No Action" alternative! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Howard Cole 
 
Jackson, WY 83001 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janelle 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janelle Cole and I live in Port Angeles, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The national forest is our public resource and should be protected for wildlife and public use. We dont need 
more roads and resource extraction, we need to care for what we have. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its status as the largest 
intact temperate rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, 
the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands 
wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full 
exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the 
countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas 
for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, 
mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Cole and I live in Staten Island, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cole and I live in Wheaton, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lincoln 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lincoln Cole and I live in Key West, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lincoln Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5230 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I'm 
planning to fish Alaska this coming summer and I desire that it keep it wilderness characteristics for me, my 
children and grand children. I am concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut 
logging of old growth timber and costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and 
Chugach Forests. These activities increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, 
and add to an already large backlog of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark Cole 
 
Leadville, CO 80461 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Max 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3998 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Cole 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I sit here in disbelief that anything other than Status Quo or No Change would even be considered at this point 
regarding the Tongass NF and the Tongass Roadless Rule. An overwhelming percent of the public has voiced 
their opinion in favor of No Change. The whole reason the Roadless Rule was named the Tongass Roadless 
Rule was because of how poorly the Tongass was being managed. Opening the Tongass back up to industrial 
logging doesn't make sense. 
 
 
 
We know for fact that the Tongass is vital to fisheries and tourism, the two biggest industries in Southeast 
employing some 17000 jobs. We know for fact that logging doesn't generate revenue, but cost tax payer 
dollars. We know that under the current administration that the Tariff War makes it impossible for logging to be 
profitable. We know for fact that the Tongass is VITAL to our planet's health. Too much take and not enough 
give happens if we do anything other than keep the Tongass protected under the law that was designed to do 
just that! 
 
 
 
Lisa Murkowski, love her, but she needs to open her fucking eyes and realize that this pipe dream of hers is 
utterly wrong and that the majority of the people she represents do not want this. She must also realize that the 
Tongass is a National Forest and not a State Forest. It is a forest that is not only loved by locals, but it is loved 
and cherished by the world for its purity and environmental importance. 
 
 
 
Do the world a favor and keep the Tongass as is under the Tongass Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3998 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Michael Cole 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cole and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We have already reached a critical point in the fight against global warming. We need to protect our natural 
resources and have untouched, wild spaces to help the future of our planet. 
 
 
 
[Positon] 
 
[Positon] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Cole and I live in Somerset, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ricki 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ricki Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 6:19:59 PM 
First name: Stacie 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacie Cole and I live in Orlando, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Need to keep more wild lands wild. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to provide my comments regarding the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking project #54511. With respect 
to the proposed alternatives that have been presented, I completely object to the proposed alternative, 
Alternative 6, and would like to voice my support for Alternative 1 (No Action Alternative). The DEIS states on 
page 1-9 that "None of the roadless area management alternatives propose specific actions that would alter 
general wildlife habitat" but this cannot be believed, especially in the case of Alternative 6. How can the 
(eventual) elimination of 165,000 acres of intact old-growth temperate rain forest *NOT* be detrimental to 
wildlife? Old-growth lumber is the most valuable and will be the first to go should it be opened up for logging 
(your Forest Products Industry paragraph on page 2-20 shows this). Road building increases habitat 
fragmentation which has been a major factor in the decline of the Northern Spotted Owl here in the lower 48 
states. 
 
 
 
I would also like to point out that Table 2-11 on page 2-25 infers that the preferred alternative would have 
"minimal beneficial effect" with respect to the forest Products Industry. Figure 3.2-3 shows that the Timber 
industry only accounts for 3% of employment within the natural resources sector. By comparison, visitors (i.e. 
tourism) accounts for 60%. The FS should not cave to the timber industry by eliminating the roadless rule. The 
analysis in DEIS Chapter 3 regarding Key Issue 2 clearly shows that the region is far more important to tourism 
than logging so I see no good reason to eliminate the Roadless Rule to placate the desires of the minority. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tracy Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Zachary 
Last name: Cole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Zachary Cole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlene 
Last name: Cole-Embree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carlene Cole-Embree and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carlene Cole-Embree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kathy 
Last name: cole-kelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, kathy cole-kelly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Colella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Colella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernard 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bernard Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Coleman and I live in Dover, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Coleman and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
No, no and no. No rollback of the Roadless Rule for the Tongass. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darren 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darren 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellis 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellis Coleman and I live in Kennett Square, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellis Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hanna 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5380 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Wilderness like the Chugach is disappearing in our country, and as an expecting mother I implore you to save 
this critical fish and wildlife habitat so all of our children can enjoy the beauty and bounty of Alaska for 
generations to come. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Hanna Coleman 
 
Edina, MN 55436 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Henry 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Henry Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization: citizen 
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support logging and road building in the tsongad national forest.Please cease and desist the rape of 
the land. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kay 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kay Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3920 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kelsey Coleman 
 
Arlington, VA 22207 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3920 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Kelsey Coleman  
Arlington, VA 22207 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Coleman and I live in Oak Park, Michigan  
Dear Madam or Sirs, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lissa 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malissa 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Malissa Coleman and I live in Sitka, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I was born and raised in Southeast Alaska. I believe that the Tongass is truly the most beautiful place on earth 
that provides so much to its people, as well as the worlds best natural solution against climate change. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, to keep public lands 
wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Coleman and I live in West Chester, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michaela 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC700 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:44:56 PM 
First name: monika 
Last name: coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
monika coleman 
Raleigh, NC 27615 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please protect taxpayer interests and maintain the roadless rule in Alaska. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendell 
Last name: Coleman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendell Coleman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 9:54:07 PM 
First name: Kelley 
Last name: Coleman-Slack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kelley Coleman-Slack 
Bellingham, WA 98229 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shellee 
Last name: Colen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shellee Colen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Val 
Last name: Colenso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Val Colenso and I live in East Helena, Montana. 
 
The Tongas and other old-growth forests are vital to indigenous peoples, wildlife, local economies and tourism 
jobs, and the climate. Once they are hone they are impossible to replace. Stop pushing roads into and the clear 
cutting of these wild and beautiful - and vitally important - forests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Val Colenso 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Herbert 
Last name: Coles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Herbert Coles and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
This is an important habitat. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Herbert Coles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Coles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynne Coles and I live in Lincoln Park, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynne Coles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ethan 
Last name: Coley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am absolutely 100% against this proposal by the Trump Organization and quite frankly am appalled that it's 
even being considered. I emplore that this be rejected flat out and given passive aggressive looks that people 
representing the Trump Organization, thank you reading. Have a fantastic day. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: A. Michael 
Last name: Colfer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No to logging old growth trees. Not only are these trees not replaceable, the ecosystem they protect and are 
part of will also be destroyed. This is a national treasure that we, as a people, hold in trust for our grandchildren 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: D 
Last name: colfer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is D colfer and I live in Treasure Island, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, D colfer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Colgan-Davis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Trumps plan for the Tongass  is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. 
Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the 
Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply 
cannot let it disappear. We would not sit by and allow Native peoples to destroy our churches and symbols of 
our religion and our culture-we cannot do that to theirs. It is immoral and wrong. The ultimate questions any 
agency or government entity should be asking about every policy decision it makes is, "Who and how many 
people is this helping?" Clearly, these proposals only benefit corporations and HURT OTHERS&lt; INCLUDING 
THE WHOLE PLANET! 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Colgan-Davis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Colgrove 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Colgrove and I live in Hilo, Hawaii. 
 
 
Protect bears ears national monument. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Colgrove 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Colgrove 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Colgrove and I live in Florissant, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Colgrove 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Coli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clifton 
Last name: Colia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4033 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The previous compromise that focused on logging second growth trees seemed to be working well. Please 
don't start down a much more destructive path because of special interests. Stats show that the salmon fishing 
industry is much more viable & valuable to Alaska anyway. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Clifton Colia 
 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clifton 
Last name: Colia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4033 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The previous compromise that focused on logging second growth trees seemed to be working well. Please 
don't start down a much more destructive path because of special interests. Stats show that the salmon fishing 
industry is much more viable & valuable to Alaska anyway. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Clifton Colia 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Colina-Lee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Colina-Lee and I live in Bellvue, Colorado. 
 
 
You should be providing stronger protections, not weakening the ones we have. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Colina-Lee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Coll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.Please respect this magnificent place and wildlife, let 
it be!!!!  
Regards, Karen Coll 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Collar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Collar and I live in North Attleborough, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Collar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Collay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geri 
Last name: Collecchia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Geri Collecchia and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Geri Collecchia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Collett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Derek Collett and I live in Nashport, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Derek Collett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anja 
Last name: Collette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anja Collette and I live in Sylva, North Carolina. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anja Collette 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:49:31 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Colletti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Colletti 
Glendale, AZ 85308 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Belinda 
Last name: Colley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Belinda Colley and I live in Azalea, Oregon. 
 
 
Stop it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Belinda Colley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Belinda 
Last name: Colley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Belinda Colley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelsey 
Last name: Colliander 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelsey Colliander and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelsey Colliander 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Collicott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not open this area for logging! We have destroyed too much already. Do you want us to go up in flames like 
the Amazon?!? 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angel 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angel Collier and I live in Fairfield, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angel Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Collier and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
Do not allow Bears Ears to be destroyed. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kjirsten 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kjirsten Collier and I live in Renton, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kjirsten Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ralph 
Last name: Collier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ralph Collier and I live in Hammond, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ralph Collier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: Colligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, A Colligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Colligan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Colligan and I live in Cromwell, Connecticut. 
 
 
Please save our national treasures from destruction. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Colligan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Collignon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Collignon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nate 
Last name: Collin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC134 
 
Let's keep the Tongass Roadless. I've used the the forest over the years for hiking + kayak and fishing. Cutting 
the trees would change the whole area and have negative effects on the wildlife + fisheries. 
 
Please keep the Tongass Roadless 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Colling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am against opening up the Tongass to any logging and am against repealing the Roadless Rule. Keep 
Tongass as is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Collingwood 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC562 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
if it's natural beauty and abundant wildlife; it needs to be exempt from damage that roads would cause for our 
generations + generations to come 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Theresa Collingwood 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amanda 
Last name: collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amanda collins and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amanda collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Collins and I live in Southern Pines, North Carolina. 
 
This is such an outrage! Logging companies have proven again and again that their destruction is purposeful!! 
Clear cutting, refusal to plant replacement trees, dangerous and ill planned roads through this pristine old 
growth forest!! TELL LOGGERS STAY OUT OF TONGASS!!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ann Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Audrey 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Audrey Collins and I live in Chiloquin, Oregon. 
 
Supporting coal is just to keep the "coal Barons" in power and wealth. It is greed at the heart of this issue . 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Audrey Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Belinda 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Belinda Collins and I live in Largo, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Belinda Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benton 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a regular user of the Tongass National Forest, I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking 
announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to strongly 
encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest.  
I have a tourism job which operates in the Tongass, I hunt and fish in the Tongass, I hike in the Tongass, I use 
the trails, I use the cabins, I volunteer with a rescue organisation that helps those who get injured or lost in the 
Tongass. Please leave the roadless rule in place.  
With climate change accelerating, we need to be adding rules and regulations to expand protection of natural 
areas, not bowing to a handful of people who want to continue taking our natural resources.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brina 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5477 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brina Collins 
 
Wrangell, AK 99929 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: C 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, C Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROL 
Last name: COLLINS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CAROL COLLINS and I live in Dover, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CAROL COLLINS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CAROL 
Last name: COLLINS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CAROL COLLINS and I live in Dover, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CAROL COLLINS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Collins and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christopher Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Colleen 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Colleen Collins and I live in Oakland, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As a new mother, I desperately want my less than a year old son to have the opportunity to visit this 
magnificent land. I dont want humans raping the land anymore, I want us to rise up and protect ALL our natural 
resources, this particular place needs to be in the hands of the First Nations peoples, to protect its biodiversity, 
all the animals, plants, trees and microcosms. Please please for the love the next generations do not defile 
such pristine land. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its 
sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CYNTHIA 
Last name: collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, CYNTHIA collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Collins and I live in Richlawn, Kentucky. 
 
We need big old trees now more than ever. Don't allow the timber industry to destroy nature's great trees in the 
Tongass National Forest. There needs to be a moratorium on removing any mature trees from our National 
Parks Forests and Bureau of Land Management areas. No new cutting! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Denise Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Collins and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: donald 
Last name: collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is a priceless stand of old growth timber and climax forest if which very few are 
left on the Earth. Retain the roadless rule and leave let this forest remain unclogged. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dr. Robert & Mrs. Linda 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
THE 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule MUST STAND! 
 
LEAVE THE TONGASS PROTECTED AS IN OUR HONORABLE PRESIDENT CLINTON'S ROADLESS 
RULE!IT WAS PROTECTED YEARS AGO, AND NOT ONE PERSON--A PRES. WHO HAS ASSAULTED 
EVERY ENVIRONMENTAL LAW PASSED IN OUR COUNTRY--- SHOULD BE ALLOWED TO REVERSE 
THIS RULING --- ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONS MUST REMAIN. 
 
WE NEED OLD GROWTH, BEAUTIFUL FORESTS PROTECTED IN ORDER TO FIGHT CLIMATE CHANGE 
WHICH WILL BE CATASTROPHIC FOR OUR PLANET. 
 
LEAVE PROTECTIONS IN PLACE FOR THE TONGASS FOREST! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eric Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francis 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Francis Collins and I live in Cincinnati, Ohio. 
 
 
We won't be able to breather soon. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Francis Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: GORDON 
Last name: COLLINS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3958 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
GORDON COLLINS 
 
Kennebunk, ME 04043 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: GORDON 
Last name: COLLINS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3958 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
GORDON COLLINS 
Kennebunk, ME 04043 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [illegible] 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5729 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I urge the Forest Service to retain the full roadless area in the Tongass National Forest. As one of few 
remaining un-roaded areas in North America, I believe it is essential that it remain so. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janell 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janell Collins and I live in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janell Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jared Collins and I live in South Bend, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jared Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Collins 
Organization: 7226 Zimple St LLC 
Title:  
Comments: 
These Special Areas within the National Forest System Lands of Alaska contain trees that are hundreds of 
years old. Such trees are a treasure that must be preserved for generations to come to appreciate. Approval of 
logging in these Special Areas will destroy their natural integrity which cannot be replaced. Corporate profits 
should never be placed above national treasures such as the old-growth trees that should remain untouched 
within Special Areas within the National Forest System Lands of Alaska. 
 
John Collins, Amite, LA 70422 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Collins and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Collins and I live in Yakima, Washington. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3133 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
One thing that makes America a great country are the wild lands across the nation. Conservation has become 
an increasingly lower priority under the current administration. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kyle Collins 
 
Denver, CO 80210 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyrie 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kyrie Collins and I live in Castle Rock, CO. I am strongly opposed to efforts to roll back the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was 
implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, 
including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other 
choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers 
across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kyrie Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Collins and I live in Rancho Cordova, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Collins and I live in Takoma Park, Maryland. 
 
We need our trees! Especially our beautiful old trees. They help us breathe - and are so beautiful in their own 
right. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggie 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maggie Collins and I live in Simi Valley, California. 
 
Mr. Trump: Please stay out of things you do not understand. As in the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. It is 
important to all human and animal eco systems. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maggie Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5470 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Marcia Collins 
 
Petersburg, AK 99833 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RRY TP1 RRS1 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michelle Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Collins and I live in Southfield, Michigan. 
 
 
no way! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Randall 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randall Collins and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
Americans want a government that puts its citizens health and welfare ahead of narrow profits for the top %0.1. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Randall Collins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephanie Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Collins and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
Methane is a dangerous greenhouse gas and these regulations just makes sense. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Collins and I live in Louisville, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Teresa Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Collins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Collins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Collodel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Collodel and I live in Malibu, California. 
 
we need our trees now more than ever, the protections for this old growth forest need to remain. with climate 
change and species losing so much of their habitat, please let us stand together to protect this pristine forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Deborah Collodel 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Collyard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Rule Proposed Change 
 
This is an important issue to me personally having been to Alaska and spent some time in this forest. The 
protection was a vital change st the time it was instituted and had extensive input from the US people, which 
should be respected. Any change should include public comment periods and hearings. The Tongass has a 
value well beyond the financial logging value. The recreational value at least matches the logging if taken over 
a reasonable period of time. The impacts are to the country and the world including environmental benefits that 
far overshadow the quick dollars from an immediate logging action. Finally the logging and roads are actions 
that will take years to overcome if they ever can. 
 
Stand against this rule change. Stand against the quick economic benefit to specific companies and their 
owners. Stand with the American public fir public lands that benefit all the citizens. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Cyn Collyard 
 
 [Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clemencia 
Last name: Colmenares 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clemencia Colmenares and I live in Alameda, California. 
 
 
PLEASE KEEP THE ROADLESS RULE!!!  PLEASE PROTECT THE ALASKAN WILDERNESS! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Clemencia Colmenares 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Colnaghi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Colnaghi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Penelope 
Last name: Colodny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Penelope Colodny and I live in Laceyville, Pennsylvania. 
 
I am furious that years of protection of our natural areas have been negated and turned over in the cause of 
Corporate GREED. There is a difference between "WANT" and 'NEED" and our leaders are reversing years of 
protection for profit(want) not for necessity(need). 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Penelope Colodny 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Colombano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alan Colombano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Colombano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alan Colombano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gian 
Last name: Colombo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brooke 
Last name: Colon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brooke Colon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Colon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Colon and I live in Freeport, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Colon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Colon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Colon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Colony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Colony 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:32:21 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Colony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Pamela Colony 
Cobleskill, NY 12043 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Colony 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Colony and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Colony 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hon. 
Last name: Colorado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hon. Colorado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hon. 
Last name: Colorado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hon. Colorado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hon. 
Last name: Colorado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hon. Colorado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharman 
Last name: Colosetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharman Colosetti and I live in Decatur, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharman Colosetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Colossi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
A friend of mine had property in North Creek NY and he had it logged. I was appalled at the destruction 
wreaked by the loggers. They rolled over lesser trees to get to the ones they wanted. The 'roads' they make 
were just ruts made by massive machines. I can only imagine the destruction loggers would inflict to get to the 
trees they want in a mixed forest like Tongass. I don't think it's worth it. Do you? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Colotti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Colotti and I live in Sebastopol, California. 
 
 
CUTTING DOWN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST IS A TERRIBLE IDEA!  STOP this from happening! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Colotti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebekah 
Last name: Colours 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebekah Colours 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebekah 
Last name: Colours 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebekah Colours 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Colson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Colson and I live in Bellingham, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Colson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jonathon 
Last name: Colston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Colston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Colston and I live in Terrace Park, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Colston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Colston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura Colston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shelly 
Last name: Colston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shelly Colston and I live in Orange City, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shelly Colston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dylan 
Last name: Colt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1080 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dylan 
Last name: Colt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC500 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
My name is Dylan Colt and I live in Haines Alaska. I visit the Tongass for recreation. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
It will preserve the Tongass forest to allow for future recreation, save the wildlife that is already threatened, and 
preserve the beauty of southeast Alaska. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Chilkat - W Lynn, T77 Salmon watershed areas, everything! 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Fishing, recreation, and tourism. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Salmon watershed restoration and recreation infrastructure 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 



The Tongass national forest should not be logged whatsoever. We need alternative sources of timber that don't 
destroy beautiful ecological areas. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dylan Colt 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lora 
Last name: Colten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lora Colten 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Britt 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Britt Colton and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Britt Colton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cammy 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cammy Colton and I live in Overland Park, Kansas. 
 
 
Irresponsible decision making, at the cost of the tax payer (me) is unacceptable. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cammy Colton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff Colton and I live in East Williston, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeff Colton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Colton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Colton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Colton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Colton and I live in Marion, Iowa. 
 
Please don't put timber corporate interests above public interest! The TNF needs to remain protected! We 
should be focused on using recycled materials more than cutting more timber. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy Colton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sue 
Last name: colucci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sue colucci and I live in Oberlin, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sue colucci 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Columbo-Meardon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eleanor Columbo-Meardon and I live in Woodbridge, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eleanor Columbo-Meardon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Colunga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lanny 
Last name: Colunga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lanny Colunga 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Colvard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3768 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sandra Colvard 
 
Box Elder SD 57719 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Colville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Colvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Colvin and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
FORESTS ARE VITAL TO THE PLANET, DO NOT DESTROY THEM. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Colvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Colvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marie Colvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rev. 
Last name: Colvin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rev. Colvin and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rev. Colvin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Colwill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Colwill and I live in Berwyn, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Colwill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Colyar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Colyar and I live in Clovis, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Colyar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Colyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqueline Colyer and I live in Coatesville, Pennsylvania. 
 
It is totally unacceptable that people living in this rich country should have to live with poisoned water, poisoned 
air and poisoned soil (food). This needs to be changed now. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jacqueline Colyer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joni 
Last name: Colyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joni Colyer and I live in Bloomington, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joni Colyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Coman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Coman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Combes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dale F. Combes] and I live in Cottage Grove, 97424 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dale Combes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Combes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
Please maintain the Roadless Area Conservation Rule for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass is unique. It is the home of serves hundreds of species of wildlife, including more than 300 
species of birds which make their homes in its trees. The streams and waterways ate home for spawning 
salmon and trout. 
 
This unique and pristine wild space would be destroyed by the development that would surely ensue after 
removing its Roadless Rule protections. 
 
Please keep the Roadless Rule and the Tongass National Forest intact for future generations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joan Combes 
 
Huntington Beach, CA 92648 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Combs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Combs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debi 
Last name: Combs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Combs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debra Combs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Combs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Debra Combs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Combs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Combs and I live in Marion, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Combs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Comeau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Comeau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Comeau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear friends at USDA. I am in strong disagreement with your desire to exempt the Tongass National Forest 
from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, which prohibits tree harvest and road 
construction/reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas with certain limited exceptions. 
 
We MUST protect all remaining intact forests, especially old-growth forests like those found in Tongass 
National Forest. YOU may be prohibited from talking about CLIMATE CHANGE, but most Americans know the 
fact that it is happening, and that ALL FORESTS ARE VITAL to cooling the planet. 
 
It is utter madness that you are proposing this. Please retract your plans and re-evaluate the true value of 
Tongass National Forest, to be kept pristine and unsullied by logging. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.Jennifer Comeau 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Comeau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear friends at USDA. I am in strong disagreement with your desire to exempt the Tongass National Forest 
from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, which prohibits tree harvest and road 
construction/reconstruction within inventoried roadless areas with certain limited exceptions.  
We MUST protect all remaining intact forests, especially old-growth forests like those found in Tongass 
National Forest. YOU may be prohibited from talking about CLIMATE CHANGE, but most Americans know the 
fact that it is happening, and that ALL FORESTS ARE VITAL to cooling the planet.  
It is utter madness that you are proposing this. Please retract your plans and re-evaluate the true value of 
Tongass National Forest, to be kept pristine and unsullied by logging.  
Thank you for your consideration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Comeaux 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phyllis Comeaux 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dr 
Last name: Comella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dr Comella and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
We need to protect ALL forests and wildlands, but especially those in Alaska. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dr Comella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Comella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Comella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Comella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Comella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Comer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3518 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Aaron Comer 
 
Ball Ground, GA 30107 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Comer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kellie 
Last name: Comer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kellie Comer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Madison 
Last name: Comer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martin 
Last name: Comerford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martin Comerford and I live in Thousand Oaks, California. 
 
 
The World lost enough Forests this year!  We CAN prevent further damage and need to do so.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martin Comerford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Comiskey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongass Roadless! 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to keep the "Roadless Rule" for the 
Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jane Comiskey 
 
Powell, TN 37849 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Comiskey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Comiskey and I live in Briarcliff Manor, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Comiskey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Commer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3572 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jacob Commer 
 
Mooresville, NC 28117 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Commer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3572 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jacob Commer 
Mooresville, NC 28117 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sabrina 
Last name: Commisso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sabrina Commisso and I live in Pittsford, New York. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sabrina Commisso 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Como 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Como 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We love roads! 
 
I've lived in the Tongass for over 33 years. 
 
Raised a family of 5 in Juneau, Sitka and Hoonah. 
 
We retired, sort of, in Hoonah and fully support the timber industry. 
 
Logging, fishing and mining built this state's economic base and infrastructure. 
 
Timber is the only green renewable resource. 
 
Oil and minerals don't grow back, but are necessary natural resources to sustain the state economy. 
 
Fish can be over harvested and fisheries lost. 
 
But timber grows back, with a vengeance, in the Tongass. 
 
The roads to access timber connect communities, access hydro electric opportunities and provide access to 
subsistence fishing, hunting and gathering. 
 
Roads are necessary. 
 
Roads are good. 
 
Timber provides year round employment, not seasonal like fishing and tourism. 
 
Jobs are good. Thriving communities independent from state grants, subsidies and handouts are healthy 
communities. 
 
Decades of logging near and around Hoonah has caused no decrease in tourism. Hoonah is logging country 
and the fasting grow cruise ship port in North America. This defeats the assertion that timber harvest ruins 
tourism. Not. 
 
Full exemption of the roadless rule is needed. It's is unnecessary overlapping legislation that restricts access to 
public land. 
 
The Tongass is not parkland. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Paul A. Comolli 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Comolli and I live in Hoonah, Alaska. 34 years now, the Tongass is our home, our livelihood. I 
am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I know WE DO NOT NEED A ROADLESS. 
 
 
 
The proposed full exemption will POSITIVELY impact my practicing my culture, the peace and solitude I find in 
nature, subsistence harvesting, hunting, fishing, foraging for wild foods, recreating. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 6: FULL EXEMPTION to completely 
remove the Roadless Rule. It shows the Forest Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast 
Alaskan communities. I depend on roads in areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, 
healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my 
culture, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing wildlife. 
 
 
 
A full exemption is what we all need. 
 
 
 
A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will POSITIVELY impact the 
residents of Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty Island, Baranof 
Island, Chichagof Island. 
 
 
 
I want the roads in these locations to stay in open and more roads developed to access timber and mining 
resources. 
 
 
 
I FULLY support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption IS in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We were fine for 
many decades without the roadless rule. It is an unnecessary layer of overlapping legislation. 
 
 
 
I fully support people who work for a living. I support timber and mining industries and encourage the use of this 
states natural resources to employ and empower Alaskans. 
 
 
 
The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. TRUE! 
 
 
 



Full exemption would help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would promote our 
existing rural economies that are sadly over dependent on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic development, they Could also streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects. 
 
 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans by Choosing a full EXEMPTION on the 
Tongass. 
 
 
 
THANK YOU! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
I[rsquo]m tired of the rhetoric. 
 
You must be too. 
 
Logging happened here for 40 years. 
 
The earth didn[rsquo]t catch on fire. 
 
The salmon did not die off. 
 
The deer and bear are at record numbers. 
 
Sadly so are eco terrorists. With ridiculous claims that are emotionally driven, not scientific and disingenuous. 
 
They spin everything and lie when it suits them. 
 
The timber industry is important as tourism, fishing or mining. 
 
It is the only green renewable resource industry in Alaska. 
 
Let[rsquo]s repeal the roadless rule! 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul A. Comolli 
 
Hoonah, Alaska 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr. Paul Comolli 
 
Hoonah, AK 99829-0166 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support FULL REPEAL of the roadless rule in Alaska 
 
Dear Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
Repeal The Unnecessary Roadless Rule 
 
The Roadless Rule has been an unnecessary overlapping piece of excessive legislation on the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
Please roll back unnecessary roadless area protections. 
 
Our habitatS of fish and wildlife populations will and do survive. 
 
In Hoonah we cut timber. Fish thrive, deer thrive, bear outnumber people 5/1! We are the fastest growing cruise 
ship port in North America. 
 
Logging didn't harm Hoonah. 
 
It built Hoonah and we love our roads! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Comolli 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Repeal the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
I support the full repeal of the Roadless Rule. 
 
I am writing in support of full repeal of the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. 
 
I am hopeful that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber. 
 
There is no evidence that our fisheries will be impacted by logging. Forty years is evidence to the contrary. 
 
Timber is critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we need to repeal the 
Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Comolli 
 
Hoonah, AK 99829 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Comolli and I live in Hoonah, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with why we ever needed the Rule in the first place?? 
 
 
 
We have NEPA and the USFS. Tongass management plan. Why so much 
 
overlapping legislation? 
 
 
 
Repeal it now. 
 
 
 
I live, work and play in the Tongass, my home for 33 years, my childrens homes all their lives. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select FULL REPEAL. 
 
 
 
I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for inter-tie/transmission line construction, 
hydroelectric development, medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters) and 
full scale timber harvest. 
 
 
 
Tourism is fickle seasonal employment where the few are made wealthy at the expense of communities. 
Fishing is poorly regulated and self destructing as whole fisheries are destroyed by greed wiping out cod, 
herring, salmon and halibut. 
 
 
 
Fishing needs more regulation, not timber. 
 
 
 
Leftist propaganda is false. After 40 years of timber harvest there is zero net impact on tourism, deer and bear 
thrive, salmon are in a downturn of returning numbers only recently due to overfishing of herring and salmon. 
 
 
 
The watershed is working and salmon do come home, even if a tree hugger didnt count him. 
 
 
 
We must take action, adapt to change, and maintain the Tongass as a green renewable resource that can 
support timber harvesting for a sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people, not just the loudest screaming 
environmentalists in the room. 
 
 
 
Choose a full exemption! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Comolli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Comolli and I live in Hoonah, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I live in, work in, hunt, fish and recreate in the Tongass with my whole family for 34 years. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to repeal the roadless rule. 
 
 
 
It is Unnecessary, redundant, overlapping legislation that has wasted time, energy and tax payers resources to 
repeal a rule that was completely unnecessary in 2000 and still is in 2019. 
 
 
 
The forest supports the high density of incredible wildlife, recreational opportunities, great fishing and a handful 
of logging roads have not harmed the Forrest. 
 
 
 
Bear and deer use these roads as much as people do. I encourage the Forest Service to manage areas for 
hydroelectric development, mining, timber harvest and wherever possible grant permission to connect existing 
roads to give communities better access in light of diminishing ferry service. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas timber resource. A sustainable, green renewable resource. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the people of SE Alaska and prioritize them over the 
screeching eco-zealots who would convert the Tongass into a park. Its not a park. 
 
 
 
Logging, mining and fishing built this state. Please keep our natural resources open and available with 
necessary roads. 
 
 
 
Roads are good. 
 
 
 
Timber is year round jobs. 
 
Tourism and fishing arent. 
 
 



 
Thank you! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: annie 
Last name: comperchio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annie comperchio and I live in Suttons Bay, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Growing up in mountain areas; keep the wild clean 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric 
development, inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat 
including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any 
alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Compton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carla Compton and I live in Placerville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carla Compton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Compton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carla Compton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Compton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carla Compton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JANINE 
Last name: COMRACK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JANINE COMRACK and I live in Ojai, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JANINE COMRACK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Comstock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bill Comstock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: stan 
Last name: comstock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is stan comstock and I live in Penn Yan, New York. 
 
I have been to Alaska. It is beautiful. We need to protect it! We need the trees to protect against climate 
change! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, stan comstock 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francois 
Last name: Comunetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Francois Comunetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Francois 
Last name: Comunetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Francois Comunetti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: BRUCE 
Last name: CONANT 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5185 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please look to the future and not try to bring back the past. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
BRUCE P CONANT 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Veronika 
Last name: Conant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Veronika Conant and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Veronika Conant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linc 
Last name: Conard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linc Conard 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Conard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3949 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike Conard 
 
Macon, GA 31210 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Conard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3949 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Mike Conard 
Macon, GA 31210 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Curtis 
Last name: Conaway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Conaway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC726 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Conaway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tara Conaway and I live in Byron Center, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tara Conaway 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Concus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Concus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Concus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Concus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Conde 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. Such changes would adversely affect 
wildlife and would cost taxpayers money. The only entities who stand to gain from the proposed changes are 
corporate interests who should not be given economic incentives to destroy our wildlands. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Freya 
Last name: Condell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Freya Condell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 5:51:17 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Conder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christopher Conder and I live in Juneau, AK. I have been in South East Alaska since the late 80's 
I run boat tours in and around SE Alaska. Stripped forest lands would discourage tourism. Tourism is a low 
impact, high revenue use for this resource I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because 
I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass 
as a national and global treasure, the conservation of resources for future generations  the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Leaving the 
Tongass as it is will be a continuing revenue source for South East. No visitor wants to see areas denuded by 
the timber industry. The timber industry has proven over and over that they can not be trusted to follow the 
rules and regulations over short term gains. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
n  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Condit 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Condit and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
Please do not remove the protections of this national treasure. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Condit 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dakota 
Last name: Condon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamin 
Last name: Condou 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jamin Condou 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Conerton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support Alternative 1 (take no action and leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
including the Tongass National Forest). Preservation of the Roadless Rule is important because the Tongass 
National Forest is a globally significant carbon storage area and because it is an important area for providing 
habitat for fish and wildlife and for the preservation of ecological integrity. The Tongass National Forest is the 
largest temperate rain forest left in North America and has nearly one-third of all of the old growth rain forest 
left on Earth. It has 17,000 miles of clean creeks, rivers and lakes that provide habitat, including spawing areas 
for salmon. The Tongass retains more atmospheric carbon than any other forest in the U.S. and is an important 
resource to mitigate climate change. The Tongass holds 8% of all carbon stored in national forests across the 
county. It is an jewel that should be preserved to continue to provide these types of benefits to all of us, no 
matter where we live. Allowing roads and logging in this area would cause a domino effect that would tear apart 
the ecological system. Alternative 1 is the best alternative for continuing to provide these important benefits. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 11:02:59 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Conerton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Conerton and I live in Juneau, AK. I have resided in Southeast Alaska for more than 40 
years. I depend on the Tongass for food and  recreation. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of 
the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because If the Forest Service 
exempts the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule it would be ignoring the voices of the majority of 
Southeast Alaskans who want no change to the current rules. The Tongass is more valuable as a roadless 
wilderness area, in terms of tourism, fishing, & hunting excursions, than any timber operation.. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
In conclusion I am opposed to the Forest Service exempting the Tongass National Forest from existing, current 
regulations.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vira 
Last name: Confectioner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vira Confectioner and I live in Sunol, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vira Confectioner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Confer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Confer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dolores 
Last name: Congdon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dolores Congdon and I live in Ossining, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dolores Congdon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Congdon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Congdon and I live in Lewes, Delaware. 
 
You should be worrying about the citizens that you are poisoning every day. Start acting that people lives are 
more important than big business and the money that often ends up in someones pocket.Or just going on as is 
as Or just go along with Trump. Trumps likes big business and money. (Look at who he has put on his 
Cabinet). A lot of them are from big business. What about the many millions of people you are Poisoning. Get 
on the rights of people who will die as a result of this PFAS. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Laura Congdon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Fuck trump protect the Tongas 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4008 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Conger 
 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3725 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Michael Conger 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3725 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Conger 
 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy conger and I live in North Branch, Minnesota. 
 
Once logged, a forest is no longer an ecosystem. The Tongas does more for us standing than given away to 
logging. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy conger 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Regina 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Regina Conger and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Regina Conger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Conger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Conger and I live in Anacortes, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Conger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: B 
Last name: Coniglio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is B Coniglio and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, B Coniglio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Derek 
Last name: Coniglio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Conitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment - Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
 
The U.S. Government has failed to show any sound reason for exempting the Tongass National Forest from 
the 2001 National Roadless Rule. The &quot;no-action&quot; alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
is still the best course for the Tongass Forest and for our country. 
 
One of the strongest reasons for leaving the Tongass Forest free of additional road-building and logging is 
climate change. Globally, we are facing a climate crisis of massive proportions which will affect everyone, and 
the threat grows larger every day that we stall on taking action to mitigate the crisis. The Tongass Forest left 
standing can play a significant role in mitigating climate change, through natural absorption of carbon dioxide. 
This benefit provided by leaving nature intact needs no human intervention or taxpayer subsidies, and stands in 
stark contrast to the unsustainable mining of our living forest resources for questionable, short-term gain. 
 
All the logging in the Tongass Forest has never provided any lasting wealth. The jobs last only a short time but 
the mills, roads, and other infrastructure built to support the industry require ongoing maintenance at long-term 
cost to American taxpayers. The destruction of watersheds, landscapes, and natural ecosystems caused by 
road-building and logging have caused economic loss to all other sectors of the region's economy, and will take 
a long time to recover. Some of the damage is permanent. Why would we want to continue doing this?? 
 
The Tongass contains some of the last remaining intact old-growth temperate rainforests in the world, and 
besides carbon capture, provides high value in clean water, fish and wildlife habitat, cultural values, and 
recreational opportunities. These values currently support a much greater share of the regional economy than 
logging. There is no justification to change the 2001 National Roadless Rule, while there is every reason to 
maintain the current protections for the values of the Tongass National Forest by keeping that 2001 Rule intact. 
 
The Roadless Rule remains sound policy in an era where senseless dismantling of smart environmental 
policies is rampant. So many times, when environmental values such as clean water and healthy wildlife habitat 
are attacked, it comes at an economic cost that is hidden behind the cover of &quot;more jobs.&quot; However, 
the jobs are almost always short-term, and their benefits are quickly dissipated. Leaving the environment intact 
and healthy, in contrast, saves millions of taxpayer dollars and avoids the huge cost of subsidizing a declining 
industry that has repeatedly failed to provide any true wealth for the people of the region or our nation. The 
costs of environmentally destructive and economically wasteful road-building and logging in the Tongass vastly 
exceed timber revenues and require unsustainable and unreasonable government subsidies. The people of the 
region have witnessed this for more than 70 years now and do not want any more of it. 
 
The 2001 National Roadless Rule was well designed and remains sound. It does allow for access and 
development projects where these are cost-effective and justified by the benefits they bring. Since 2009 48 
projects have been approved in the Tongass, the majority relating to surface exploration of potential mining and 
hydropower. The USFS has also taken steps to expedite this approval process, now taking only one to three 
weeks for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I strongly urge you to select the &quot;no-action&quot; alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and 
keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
Thank you 
 
Jan Conitz 
 
 
 
[Position] 



 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Conkey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laura Conkey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: I 
Last name: Conklin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is I Conklin and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, I Conklin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sue 
Last name: conklin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sue conklin and I live in Socorro, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sue conklin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Conklin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I wholeheartedly support option 1, leaving the Roadless status as it is. With all of the change options proposed, 
they only really benefit a small segment of the economy, and at the irreversible cost to other benefits currently 
supported by the Roadless designation. Changes such as this that are irreversible, or that can cause significant 
detrimental effects to the remaining wilderness areas must be resisted. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Conklin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Conklin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Conklin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Conklin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Conlan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Conlan and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Conlan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Conley and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Conley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jan conley and I live in Lake Nebagamon, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jan conley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Conley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Conley and I live in Porterville, California. 
 
I stand in awe and support of these courageous young climate activists and pray that those in power really 
heard their message and take action before its too late! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michele Conley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Conley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Conley and I live in Fenton, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Conley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Conlon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Douglas Conlon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Conlon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1 whichs takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
including the Tongass National Forest. We need to preserve our national resources and not disturb the wildlife. 
Deforesting will speed up climate change humans have already sped up, which we cannot afford as a species. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcia 
Last name: Conn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcia Conn and I live in Springville, Utah. 
 
 
Beautiful lands should be protected for not only us but future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcia Conn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Conn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patrick Conn and I live in Kent, Washington. 
 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to THIS AGENCY ACTING LIKE A GUTLESS, IMMORAL, 
ETHICALLY AND POLITICALLY CORRUPT DILDO FOR THE MOST IGNORANT, SELF-SERVING, 
MORALLY AND ETHICALLY CORRUPT US PRESIDENT IN HISTORY and HIS COWARDLY, SLEAZY, 
RESPONSIBILITY-DENYING REPUBLICAN PARTY DEAF AND DUMB FOPS WHOSE ABSOLUTE GOAL IS 
THE DECIMATION and POLLUTION OF ALL PRISTINE PUBLIC NATURAL RESOURCES, ELIMINATION OF 
ITS CLEAN WATERS and ANIMALS, BIRDS, and FISH FOR PERSONAL POWER AND PROFIT. This time 
it's their continuing socially sick 'dark money' political support for removal of the Roadless Area Conservation 
Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. THIS ELIMINATION OF THE ROADLESS RULE ONLY 
SERVES TO BENEFIT TRUMP-CRONIE DEVELOPMENT, OIL, GAS, TIMBER, AND REAL ESTATE 
CORPORATIONS AS THEY, WITHOUT MORAL, ETHICAL, OR SOCIAL CONSCIENCE, DESTROY THE 
LAST VESTIGES OF AMERICA'S PRISTINE PUBLIC NATURAL RESOURCE FOR PERSONAL GAIN. The 
Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Patrick Conn 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Connacher 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Connacher and I live in Thurmont, Maryland. 
 
 
It is atrocious to even consider destruction of such a vital and delicate ecosystem. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Connacher 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 9:01:47 PM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: Connell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I did not leave the public hearing at the elizabeth peratrovich hall in Juneau on November feeling at all 
confident in the analysis presented.  All options led to the same conclusion - it would make no difference. This 
is fundamentally flawed.  It will make a difference. A large difference, else why would there be a push to modify 
the rule in place.  
 
We have one Tongass - it's the only one we'll ever have.  I support balanced, well planned and sustainable 
resource management.  I cannot fathom how the options presented could result in a 'no change in outcome' 
plan if it were any of these.   
 
As we look around the world at other regions as vast and important as the Tongass, the brazilian rain forest the 
most recent to make headlines, I cannot feel that we could be making a huge mistake by flossing over impacts 
that mismanagement and misrepresentation will bring.   
 
I am in full support of leaving the Roadless Rule remain as it is.   
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bret 
Last name: Connell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I did not leave the public hearing at the elizabeth peratrovich hall in Juneau on November feeling at all 
confident in the analysis presented. All options led to the same conclusion - it would make no difference. This is 
fundamentally flawed. It will make a difference. A large difference, else why would there be a push to modify 
the rule in place. 
 
 
 
We have one Tongass - it's the only one we'll ever have. I support balanced, well planned and sustainable 
resource management. I cannot fathom how the options presented could result in a 'no change in outcome' 
plan if it were any of these. 
 
 
 
As we look around the world at other regions as vast and important as the Tongass, the brazilian rain forest the 
most recent to make headlines, I cannot feel that we could be making a huge mistake by flossing over impacts 
that mismanagement and misrepresentation will bring. 
 
 
 
I am in full support of leaving the Roadless Rule remain as it is. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: Connell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5243 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Growing up fly fishing thought the country, I've seen so many rivers and habitats destroyed beyond recover. Do 
not let this one die as well! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bryan Connell 
 
Dallas, TX 75229 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lillian 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lillian Connelly and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
Do not jeopardize the environment and animals in this pristine area! With climate change, forest fires and other 
natural threats, now more than ever, we need to protect, not plunder, this natural area. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lillian Connelly 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Connelly and I live in Huntington, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Connelly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Connelly and I live in Huntington, West Virginia. 
 
 
Please leave National Parks and Forests to the public, not for development of private companies. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Connelly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrice 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrice Connelly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5441 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a nation we need to protect precious resources like these. As an aquatic biologist of 42 years I understand 
how important this kind of habitat is to fish and wildlife. Once they are gone there is no replacing them. Equally 
important is the value these areas have to the tourist industry and the billions of dollars that are spend there 
supporting the local economy now and should be forever in the future. More important income than some short 
term jobs that would be provided by logging. 
 
Please do the right thing and support the Roadless Rule, for my kids and grandkids, the future of our great 
nation. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard Connelly 
 
New Freedom, PA 17349 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ross 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To United States Forest Service: 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest should be fully exempt from the national Roadless Rule. The majority of the forest 
is already permanently set aside from logging and other development activities. Even though 9.2 million acres 
of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass would be freed from the Roadless Rule under a full exemption, 
only 168,000 acres would be added to the areas that may be considered for timber harvest, renewable energy 
projects, mining, or transportation. Such uses are vital for the economic and social health of local communities. 
My family and I lived in Thorne Bay and Ketchikan from 1987 to 2000. The Roadless Rule put an end to any 
hope of year around jobs in the timber industry and we were forced to leave in order to survive. 
 
 
 
Fish and wildlife habitat has always been successfully protected in the Tongass. The salmon populations have 
done nothing but increase since logging began there in the 1950s as documented by Alaska Department of 
Fish and Game. The deer, wolves and bear are also thriving. This will not change because of the exemption to 
the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
I support the Alternative 6 which is a full exemption from the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Stephen Connelly 
 
Anchorage, AK 99507 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Walter 
Last name: Connelly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Walter Connelly and I live in Tolland, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Walter Connelly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charles Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Iona 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Iona Conner and I live in Shade Gap, Pennsylvania. 
 
This is criminal. You are not doing your job of preserving this beautiful rainforest for all of us, human and non-
human. Save the trees! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Iona Conner 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Conner and I live in Coconut Creek, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 7:49:40 AM 
First name: Jordan 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1, which takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
including the Tongass National Forest.  
 
Our world is dying. Don't do this.  
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristen Conner and I live in San Pablo, California. 
 
 
These are public lands, and they must remain so from stem to stern. NO PRIVATIZATION! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristen Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristen Conner and I live in San Pablo, California. 
 
 
These are public lands, and they must remain so from stem to stern. NO PRIVATIZATION! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristen Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roy 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roy Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roy 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roy Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Conner and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah Conner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 7:45:18 PM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: Conner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tiffany Conner and I live in Sitka, AK. ~1.5 years. I value the peace and quiet of lovely hikes and 
walks in the Tongass. It keeps me sane from my daily busy life and is a reminder to slow down and enjoy the 
present. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my recreating, the peace and solitude I find in nature, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for recreating and enjoying nature, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The people have 
voiced their opinion loud and clear. This exemption would be ignoring the wants of the locals who live and 
survive off of this land.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
No  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Connett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Connett and I live in Binghamton, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Connett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Connolly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Connolly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Connolly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joan Connolly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Connolly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Connolly and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Connolly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nathaniel 
Last name: Connolly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nathaniel Connolly and I live in Ketchikan, Alaska. I grew up in Southeast Alaska, on Prince of 
Wales Island, and now reside in Ketchikan. I have been subsistence fishing, sport fishing, and commercial 
fishing in Southeast for the better part of 20 years. Im also an avid hunter, and harvest the majority of my 
venison from Prince of Wales Island. The Tongass has always provided my family with food for subsistence 
living, and a beautiful place for recreation. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because 
I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat, hydroelectric development. It is important to me 
that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption will 
absolutely hurt Southeast Alaska communities. Its bad for the fishing industry, the tourism industry, and our 
subsistence lifestyles and cultures. Wilderness is a precious commodity on this planet, and the Tongass is one 
of the last great wildernesss. We need the Tongass roadless and protected.. The State of Alaska says that a 
full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not 
help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies 
that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 



growth logging improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community projects rather 
than rehashing old conflicts invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tanner 
Last name: Connolly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am an outdoor recreation enthusiast writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass 
National Forest and its backcountry and roadless areas from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
ASLO! It's pretty clear this is a terrible idea. We are losing our forests at an unprecedented and unsustainable 
rate. We cannot keep pulverizing the land of native people who have lived here for thousands of years. Have 
we not learned a lesson these past few hundred years? Must we keep shrinking livable habitat for wildlife like 
the grizzly bear until there is none left? What is the goal once this is done? There will be no more old growth 
and no more sanity. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tanner Connolly 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anastasia 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anastasia Connor and I live in Maryknoll, New York. 
 
 
What have we come to as a Nation of Invaders? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anastasia Connor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Arthur 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Arthur Connor and I live in Idyllwild-pine Cove, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Arthur Connor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4945 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR Y TP 1 RRS 1 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Connor and I live in Mason City, Iowa. 
 
We need to protect what is left of the wild areas in the world. We need to make decisions for generations to 
come. Please keep this in mind. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cynthia Connor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roz 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roz Connor and I live in Pueblo, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roz Connor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valerie Connor and I live in Winston-salem, North Carolina. 
 
 
Leave the trees alone.  They are doing more for the planet than Congress will ever do! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Valerie Connor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Valerie 
Last name: Connor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Valerie Connor and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
Leave the Tongass alone. It is one of the last vestiges of wild on the planet, vital in its own right. As a citizen of 
the world, I value the Tongass for the services and gifts it provides- clean air and water, a place for wildlife to 
thrive and the wonder and beauty it provides to all of us who care. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Valerie Connor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barry Connors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1421 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1420 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Connors and I live in Waltham, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Connors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Owen 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We need wilderness. Once changes are made we can not go back to completely wild untouched landscapes. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Connors and I live in Palmer, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Connors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Connors 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Peggy Connors 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Taumi 
Last name: Conohan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Taumi Conohan and I live in Portland, Maine. 
 
 
We must preserve our forests, our environmental air cleaners.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Taumi Conohan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paula 
Last name: Conoscenti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paula Conoscenti and I live in Elkton, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paula Conoscenti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexis 
Last name: Conover 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cecelia 
Last name: Conover 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cecelia Conover and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cecelia Conover 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Conover 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Conover 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Conoway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Conoway 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathryn Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Conrad and I live in Davis, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marc Conrad and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marc Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marilyn Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Conrad and I live in Worcester, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Norm 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Norm Conrad and I live in Mount Vernon, Washington. 
 
 
Quit selling our natural heritage to loggers and drillers. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Norm Conrad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Conrad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Conrad and I live in Reed City, Michigan. 
 
There is nothing reasonable about the desecration of a natural national gem like the Tongass National Forest 
where at least 50% abides by the "roadless rule" to enhance the environment just by being. Leave that area 
alone!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sandra Conrad 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Conrady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Conrady and I live in Anthony, Kansas. 
 
 
Once it's gone, it's gone forever. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Conrady 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Conrady 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Donna Conrady 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Conrich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Conrich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Faith 
Last name: Conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Faith Conroy and I live in [@advCity], Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Faith Conroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Conroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kathleen 
Last name: conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is kathleen conroy and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, kathleen conroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 7:58:34 AM 
First name: linda 
Last name: conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Conroy and I live in Bellingham, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I feel that our responsibility is to CARE for creation not control it. Protecting the Tongass National Forest must 
be done respectfully and with commitment to our future generations. Public lands our the United States 
National treasures. They belong to ALL and must remain that way. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the lifestyles of the 
indigenous communities that the forest supports its status as a national and global treasure, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: peggy 
Last name: conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is peggy conroy and I live in West Chazy, New York. 
 
ALL of Trumps env policies should be stopped--he should be eliminated from the planet like he wants to 
eliminate everthing decent. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, peggy conroy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sheila Conroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Conroy and I live in Manhattan Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Conroy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Conroy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul J 
Last name: Conroy Sr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
personally though i dont live up there i think the land should be protected but used with responsibility for it is a 
natural treasure. . and no one knows that better then the people that live there. LETS KEEP THE 
ENVIROMENTALISTS OUT OF IT and POLITICS OUT OF IT . but over all i fell what they said was option 3 
which i share here { A third alternative would provide regulatory protections in all key watersheds inside and 
outside roadless areas and creates a community priority roadless designation that allows for recreational 
development and timber sales under 1 million board feet. It would convert 76,000 old-growth acres and 14,000 
young-growth acres to suitable timberlands. } is a viable option : but only to harvest enough old growth to clean 
the forests to limit that of which might contribute to uncontrolled burns. with more harvest to that of what they 
consider new/ young growth. as that would be more sustainable. and were parts of reclamation works or that 
from past fires.and as far as a road thru for it makes life easier and more profitable for residents over all i 
believe such should be done and is high time it goes thru. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Considine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I visited Alaska last summer and was humbled by the abundance and beauty of the TOngass national forest. 
The Forest Service must not revert the road rule to open up this area for logging, but should listen to the voices 
of native people and Alaskans who know that the greatest benefit to all of us comes from preserving and 
protecting old growth trees and traditional lifeways. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Consolantis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Consolantis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: victoria 
Last name: constan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Victoria ] Constan ] and I live in [@NYC], [@NY].] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, victoria constan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Constant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Caroline Constant and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Caroline Constant 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Desirae 
Last name: Constantine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC395 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans who eat salmon every year. I depend on the Tongass - from the freshwater streams where 
salmon spawn to the old-growth forests that deer rely on, the Tongass fuels our families and our economy. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily reliant on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife, and presence of old-growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping inventoried roadless areas roadless! I 
urge the Forest Service and Secretary Perdue to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old 
growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
A full exemption from the Roadless Rule will not work for the Tongass. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] *Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass?* 
[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
I am Desirae Constantine. I am from Tannacross Alaska and Tok Alaska. 
 
*ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] *The Forest Service will choose how to proceed from a number of 
different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "Alternative 1, No Action." 
Why do you support this alternative?* [text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The alternative I support is: I support in saving the trees. 
 
Because: I think the trees gives us life. The tress give us air and give animals home. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] *Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you care 
about? It's especially important to specify areas you use for subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. 
Examples include Tenakee Inlet, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 
salmon watershed areas, Audubon/TNC ecological priority areas.* [text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth timber harvest are: 
 
The Tongass National Forest 
 
They need the trees. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] *What activities do you do on the Tongass? Hunting, fishing, recreation, 
business, tourism, etc.* [text italicized for emphasis] 
 
Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the productivity of the ecosystem that I depend 
on for the following activities: 
 
The animals will not have a home and the fish wont have a home because carbon dioxide will release 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] *How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon watershed restoration, conservation, 



visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and maintenance of recreation 
infrastructure such as trails and cabins.* [text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is outdated and out of pace with the current 
economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance 
salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my recreation experience. I would like the Forest 
Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable 
sectors of our economy. These sectors are: Work on trails, Help fish habitat. 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Desirae Constantine 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patti 
Last name: CONSTANTINO-MARTIN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patti CONSTANTINO-MARTIN 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lucas 
Last name: Constenius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruth 
Last name: Consul 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ruth Consul 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marianna 
Last name: Contact 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marianna Contact and I live in Soquel, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marianna Contact 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Contarino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Contarino and I live in Hawley, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Contarino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Conti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5621 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqui 
Last name: Conti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqui Conti and I live in Lahaina, Hawaii. 
 
 
Save our island by focusing on solutions for waste water pollution 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jacqui Conti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Conti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Conti 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Conti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it may concern: I'll keep this brief. I am a 26 year Alaska resident. I've been to the Tongass National 
Forest many times for recreation and rejuvenation. It is a place of pristine beauty. I am certain that we as a 
species need the kind of wildness that the Tongass provides in our lives. If you haven't already, please read the 
"Wilderness Letter" by Wallace Stegner. He said it much better. Also, and more importantly, the a stable 
climate demands that we keep the Tongass pristine. We can't keep cutting down every wild forest on earth and 
expect to survive. thank you, 
 
Mike 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protect the Roadless Rule 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
My name is Claire Contreras and I am a concerned American. I am concerned about the future of the Roadless 
Rule, which protects the Tongass Forest, a huge chunk of the largest temperate rain forest in North America 
from logging, mining, and general development. The Rule is vital to preserving this ecologically and culturally 
invaluable forest. Please take any and all necessary actions to keep the Roadless Rule, and the forest it 
preserves, intact. 
 
Thank you in advance, 
 
Claire Contreras 
 
Age 19 from Washington, DC 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cristian 
Last name: Contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cristian Contreras and I live in Bell, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cristian Contreras 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Contreras and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ellen Contreras 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gigi 
Last name: Contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gigi Contreras and I live in Laredo, Texas. 
 
 
Mercy for all 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gigi Contreras 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The mission of the USFS is to protect America's natural resources. Having such a monumental natural 
resource be condemned to being scavenged for lumber causing potentially irreparable damage to the land and 
the wildlife that inhabits the land. Such a treasure of land should be used for study and education not for 
unnecessary production. Please consider our children and the many future generations that could reap the 
reward of this forests beauty in your decision and please preserve it 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ralph 
Last name: contreras 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ralph contreras 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: SUE 
Last name: CONTRERAS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is SUE CONTRERAS and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, SUE CONTRERAS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Contryman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bruce Contryman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Convertino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shirley Convertino and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shirley Convertino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arthur 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3593 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Arthur Conway 
MECHANICSVILLE, VA 23116 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Arthur 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3593 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Arthur Conway 
 
MECHANICSVILLE, VA 23116 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carolyn Conway 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:38:18 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joan Conway 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is john conway and I live in Lakewood, Ohio. 
 
We should be tightening standards to stop the release of methane. We have the technology for zero emissions. 
People over Profits. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, john conway 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kaithlyn 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6213 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
- healthy fishing opportunities 
 
- berry picking! 
 
- hiking opprotunities [fish drawing] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maurene 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maurene Conway and I live in North Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maurene Conway 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha-Lynn 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3942 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Trisha-Lynn Conway 
 
Marco Island, FL 34145 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Trisha-Lynn 
Last name: Conway 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3942 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Trisha-Lynn Conway 
Marco Island, FL 34145 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Conwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC651 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work in the middle of the Tongass National Forest. Do not exempt Alaska from the Roadless Rule 
because environmental protection means a lot to me and I hope for these forests to retain their same level of 
beauty for years to come. Best, 
 
Brian Conwell 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Conwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC677 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of Alaska. I do NOT want Alaska and the Tongass exempt from the 
Roadless Rule because as a resident of Dutch Harbor, water quality is very important to me. We fish for 
subsistence use and commercial use, and we have had troubles with gravel runoff in our town polluting local 
creeks. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Best regards, 
 
[Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Conwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Douglas Conwell and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Douglas Conwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Coogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Coogan and I live in Littleton, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Coogan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Coogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
It is lamentable that we need to explain to public officials the meaning of the ordinary English word 'national' in 
the name "Tongass National Forest." This word designates a property of the people, the public, not belonging 
to any private business, nor exploitable by profit-making individuals. Accordingly, your responsibility as public 
officials is to maintain the ecological integrity as well as the aesthetics of these public lands by not ceding their 
use to the private sector for profiteering. 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Mary Coogan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peg 
Last name: Coogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peg Coogan and I live in Trumansburg, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peg Coogan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Coogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
A weakness of national laws is they are often applied as if all regions are identical in every manner. In the 
lower-48, the Roadless Rule means people must often drive around forests to travel between urban areas. 
 
 
 
In the Tongass, however, most urban areas or other destinations are embedded within the forest itself, 
connected only by water or air. It makes no sense to apply the Roadless Rule in the Tongass where 
communities are isolated by infeasible transportation options. The rule seems obviously intended for the lower-
48 where most communities lie outside forests and alternate roads exist. 
 
 
 
Government is commonly viewed as lacking pragmatism. Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule is a 
golden opportunity to show otherwise. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Coogan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen of the USFS, 
 
Thanks for your effort in gathering input for Secretary Perdue's decision regarding a Tongass roadless rule 
exemption. 
 
I'm sure you've heard a lot from every perspective out there. 
 
In a nutshell, it just seems unreasonable to apply a roadless rule, appropriate to the continuous lower-48, to the 
Tongass. 
 
After all, we live within the Tongass. Its not as if we can drive around it. Or avoid it. 
 
The timber industry that once existed here is a mere shadow of itself; there is no market for its return. 
 
Furthermore, a robust framework of regulations and safeguards have evolved to protect all features of the 
Tongass. 
 
Within that framework reasonable initiatives are allowable to enable our livelihood and existence. 
 
The roadless rule jeopardizes such reasonable management. 
 
We are confident a total exemption is the only reasonable and pragmatic course of action for the Secretary. 
 
We respectfully ask he provide a total exemption. 
 
Yours Truly, A resident of Alaska Since Before Statehood. 
 
Wayne D Coogan 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alena 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alena Cook and I live in Voorhees Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
Our kids future depends on us!  They deserve to live in a clean environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alena Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anice 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anice Cook and I live in Oakbrook Terrace, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anice Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anita 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anita Cook and I live in Athens, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anita Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: bonnie 
Last name: cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is bonnie cook and I live in West Sand Lake, New York. 
 
Forests are the lings of our planet and therefore belong to all of us. clear cutting of forests should be a crime. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, bonnie cook 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Cook and I live in San Mateo, California. 
 
 
Our health and the health of our planet and future generations is at risk. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 6:58:41 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Cook and I live in Gustavus, Alaska. I have lived and worked Southeast Ak for 27 years. Me 
and my family depend on income from tourism, and increasing tree harvesting here is a bad idea. People want 
to see unspoiled land, not dirt roads and stumps. They want to fish and hike in pristine areas. I also hunt and 
fish subsistence, and do not want habitat destroyed. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Chichagof 
Island, Admiralty Island, Baranof Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm our 
economic drivers and residents told you that, but you apparently arent listening to the many. Adding roads in 
these areas is so short sighted, it would provide limited jobs, only benefiting a few.. The State of Alaska says 
that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would 
not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action alternative 
 
There is no need to open the roadless areas in the Tongass. Tourism supports many more jobs than timber, 
including mine. Tourists come to Alaska to see forests, not roads and clear cuts. 
 
I favor the no action alternative. 
 
Cheryl Cook 
 
Gustavus, AK 99826 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3381 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chris Cook 
 
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christeen 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christeen Cook and I live in San Antonio, Texas 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christeen Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clinton 
Last name: Cook 
Organization: Craig Tribal Association 
Title: Tribal President 
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary of Agriculture 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave., S.W.  
 Washington, D.C. 20250 
 
Dear Mr. Secretary, 
 
The Craig Tribal Association, a federally recognized tribe, respectfully submits its comments on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule Proposed Exemption. The Craig Tribe has participated in previous comments on the 
development of land and resource management that may alter the ability of tribal citizens to harvest and use 
resources on the Tongass National Forest. The Craig Tribe has knowledge relevant to the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule issue and its potential effects on Southeast Communities, having enjoyed an intimate 
connection with Haa Aani (Our Land) since time immemorial. 
 
The U.S. Forest Service recently issued an Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) which the Craig Tribe does not believe is an acceptable document to satisfy the environmental impact 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). In the DEIS, references are made to the 2016 
Forest Plan FEIS. Since most of the tribes in Southeast Alaska, significantly impacted by this DEIS, do not 
have access to the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS, and since the Craig Tribe has learned that the 2016 Forest Plan 
FEIS contains data from outdated studies completed in the 1980s and 1990s, the Craig Tribal Association does 
not believe the 2019 DEIS meets the intent of NEPA. 
 
Exemptions have existed in the 2001 Roadless Rule providing for mining activity, hydro development and 
communications activities. The only significant development limited has been the roadbuilding to logging areas 
in the Tongass National Forest. If the 2016 FEIS will not be changed to allow for more logging activity, there is 
no reason to change the 2001 Roadless Rule designation. The Craig Tribe believes the analysis in the DEIS is 
insufficient and does not meet the intent of NEPA or the responsibilities of the Forest Service agency under 
ANILCA Section 810 to describe and analyze subsistence uses on a community scale. 
 
ANILCA Section 810 requires Federal land management agencies to evaluate the effects of the proposed 
action on subsistence uses and needs. If an agency finds that their action may significantly restrict subsistence 
users, it is prohibited from implementing that action 
 
 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule Comments 
 
Page 2 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
prior to taking certain steps. In the 2019 DEIS, the U.S. Forest Service is relying on data gathered in the 1980s 
and 1990s, at the same time stating that the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS may change to allow more timber harvest. 
This timber harvest may significantly restrict subsistence users in that area, and the steps outlined in AN1LCA 
Section 810 require a plan that would demonstrate reasonable steps that will be taken to minimize adverse 
impacts upon subsistence uses and resources resulting from such actions. The outdated data the U.S. Forest 



Service is relying upon does not seem sufficient to satisfy this requirement for current subsistence users in 
Southeast Communities effected by the proposed Alaska Roadless Exemption. 
 
Recently the Craig Tribal Association joined with the Organized Village of Kake, Organized Village of Saxman, 
Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Wrangell Cooperative Association and the Yakutat Tlingit Tribe to work 
with the U.S. Forest Service as a collaborative agency to work constructively with all elected officials on this 
issue. However, we are not a collaborative agency, the Craig Tribal Association is a federally recognized tribe, 
we are a tribal government and our voices and concerns should be received as government to government 
consultations. The Craig Tribal Association along with the above-mentioned tribes signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) in good faith to provide local expertise and knowledge of how changes to the 2001 
Roadless Rule may impact areas with our traditional boundaries. 
 
During the public testimony process, Southeast tribes and communities were united and provided extensive 
testimony on the Alaska Roadless Rule and No Change to the existing rule has been the overwhelming 
recommendation. Subsistence users and tribal citizens of these Southeast communities stress the importance 
of healthy fish and wildlife habitat to support their subsistence harvesting. These testimonies have been 
disregarded with the recent recommendation of the U.S. Forest Service for full-exemption to the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 
 
The Craig Tribal Association supports long-term benefits of maintaining large tracts of old growth forest within 
the Tongass National Forest. Maintaining large blocks of biologically diverse old growth forest is crucial to 
protecting subsistence resources on a large watershed level scale. In light of the human induced ecological 
changes in the Tongass National Forest and the progressive environmental degradation that has taken place in 
forested areas as a result of heavy logging and roading, the Craig Tribal Association supports the restoration 
and rehabilitation of the Tongass National Forest to its natural state. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide input in this process, however, we continue to maintain our 
consultation process should in the form of government to government, and not through a public comment 
period. We respectfully request an opportunity to meet and discuss this further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Clinton E. Cook, Sr.  
 Tribal President 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
The Honorable Sonny Perdue  
 Secretary of Agriculture 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture  
 1400 Independence Ave., S.W.  
 Washington, D.C. 20250 
 



Dear Mr. Secretary, 
 
The Craig Tribal Association, a federally recognized tribe, respectfully submits its comments on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule Proposed Exemption. The Craig Tribe has participated in previous comments on the 
development of land and resource management that may alter the ability of tribal citizens to harvest and use 
resources on the Tongass National Forest. The Craig Tribe has knowledge relevant to the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule issue and its potential effects on Southeast Communities, having enjoyed an intimate 
connection with Haa Aani (Our Land) since time immemorial. 
 
The U.S. Forest Service recently issued an Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) which the Craig Tribe does not believe is an acceptable document to satisfy the environmental impact 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). In the DEIS, references are made to the 2016 
Forest Plan FEIS. Since most of the tribes in Southeast Alaska, significantly impacted by this DEIS, do not 
have access to the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS, and since the Craig Tribe has learned that the 2016 Forest Plan 
FEIS contains data from outdated studies completed in the 1980s and 1990s, the Craig Tribal Association does 
not believe the 2019 DEIS meets the intent of NEPA. 
 
Exemptions have existed in the 2001 Roadless Rule providing for mining activity, hydro development and 
communications activities. The only significant development limited has been the roadbuilding to logging areas 
in the Tongass National Forest. If the 2016 FEIS will not be changed to allow for more logging activity, there is 
no reason to change the 2001 Roadless Rule designation. The Craig Tribe believes the analysis in the DEIS is 
insufficient and does not meet the intent of NEPA or the responsibilities of the Forest Service agency under 
ANILCA Section 810 to describe and analyze subsistence uses on a community scale. 
 
ANILCA Section 810 requires Federal land management agencies to evaluate the effects of the proposed 
action on subsistence uses and needs. If an agency finds that their action may significantly restrict subsistence 
users, it is prohibited from implementing that action 
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prior to taking certain steps. In the 2019 DEIS, the U.S. Forest Service is relying on data gathered in the 1980s 
and 1990s, at the same time stating that the 2016 Forest Plan FEIS may change to allow more timber harvest. 
This timber harvest may significantly restrict subsistence users in that area, and the steps outlined in AN1LCA 
Section 810 require a plan that would demonstrate reasonable steps that will be taken to minimize adverse 
impacts upon subsistence uses and resources resulting from such actions. The outdated data the U.S. Forest 
Service is relying upon does not seem sufficient to satisfy this requirement for current subsistence users in 
Southeast Communities effected by the proposed Alaska Roadless Exemption. 
 
Recently the Craig Tribal Association joined with the Organized Village of Kake, Organized Village of Saxman, 
Hydaburg Cooperative Association, Wrangell Cooperative Association and the Yakutat Tlingit Tribe to work 
with the U.S. Forest Service as a collaborative agency to work constructively with all elected officials on this 
issue. However, we are not a collaborative agency, the Craig Tribal Association is a federally recognized tribe, 
we are a tribal government and our voices and concerns should be received as government to government 
consultations. The Craig Tribal Association along with the above-mentioned tribes signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) in good faith to provide local expertise and knowledge of how changes to the 2001 
Roadless Rule may impact areas with our traditional boundaries. 
 
During the public testimony process, Southeast tribes and communities were united and provided extensive 
testimony on the Alaska Roadless Rule and No Change to the existing rule has been the overwhelming 
recommendation. Subsistence users and tribal citizens of these Southeast communities stress the importance 
of healthy fish and wildlife habitat to support their subsistence harvesting. These testimonies have been 
disregarded with the recent recommendation of the U.S. Forest Service for full-exemption to the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 



 
The Craig Tribal Association supports long-term benefits of maintaining large tracts of old growth forest within 
the Tongass National Forest. Maintaining large blocks of biologically diverse old growth forest is crucial to 
protecting subsistence resources on a large watershed level scale. In light of the human induced ecological 
changes in the Tongass National Forest and the progressive environmental degradation that has taken place in 
forested areas as a result of heavy logging and roading, the Craig Tribal Association supports the restoration 
and rehabilitation of the Tongass National Forest to its natural state. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide input in this process, however, we continue to maintain our 
consultation process should in the form of government to government, and not through a public comment 
period. We respectfully request an opportunity to meet and discuss this further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Clinton E. Cook, Sr.  
 Tribal President 
 
[Position] 
 









Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5481 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Daniel Cook 
 
Wrangell, AK 99929 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
The salmon have been sparsely maintained in Alaska for the past 15 years and has further gotten worse each 
year. 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
TS1 RRN RS1 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cook and I live in Appleton, Wisconsin. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I ask on behalf of myself, the Indigenous, the wildlife and plant life of Alaska, and the planet that you abandon 
the plan to void the roadless rule and environmental protections in Tongass . I suspect you have children and 
grandchildren also. You and the corporate interests can't take your money with you and your descendants 
cannot thrive on a dying planet. 
 
Regards, Debra Cook 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Cook and I live in Rohnert Park, California. 
 
My husband and I recently visited Alaska, and had a chance to see the magnificent Tongass Forest. One 
important thing I learned is that the salmon depend on the streams in the Tongass. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. It was clear that the small towns we visited were dependent on tourism for their existence. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elaine Cook 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Tongass Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
I am writing to urge you to adopt Alternative 1 of the Environmental Impact Statement, Alternatives to a 
Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass Forest contains the last major continuous stand of old growth forest in the United States. It 
represents only a small fraction of the total temperate evergreen forests that are under management for the 
production of forest products in the US. The Tongass Forest can be sustained and preserved without 
jeopardizing the total stream of forest products from publicly owned and private forest in the US. 
 
The US Forest Service preferred Alternative 6 is radical and unwise. It is an unwarranted assault on common 
sense management of our national forests and should be rejected. If adopted it would result in the wholesale 
destruction of the last remaining intact old growth forest under public ownership in the United States. 
 
Like the fight for freedom and democracy the battle for protecting and sustaining our last old growth forests 
must be engaged and won over and over again. It can be lost only once. 
 
Alternative 1 is the proper and common sense alternative. Alternative 1 would enable time to develop a more 
sensible and sustainable set of long term management plans for the Tongass Forest. I am certain that this path 
is what the vast majority of Americans would like to see. 
 
I urge you to adopt Alternative 1 and begin a process of developing a new set of management alternatives for 
the Tongass Forest. Alternatives that implement sustainability instead of short sighted and short term 
exploitation. Alternatives that recognize the desire of the vast majority of American stakeholders to this land to 
be cautious and thoughtful in its management. 
 
George Cook 
 
Freeland, Washington 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gordon 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gordon Cook and I live in Bakersfield, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gordon Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Cook 
Organization: Monocacy Creek Watershed Coalition 
Title:  
Comments: 
To U.S. Forest Service: 
 
 
 
We support Alternative #1. Leave the forest alone. Our coalition stands for the trees. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holli 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holli Cook and I live in Peoria, Illinois. 
 
 
You need to put people before polluters! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Holli Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3830 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Cook 
 
Murfreesboro, TN 37129 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3830 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
James Cook 
Murfreesboro, TN 37129 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jerod 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule comment 
 
I feel that the Tongass Forest should be exempted from the roadless rule. There is plenty of timber to be 
harvested if done in a responsible manner and managed for long term sustainability. The small communities of 
Southeast Alaska need the additional boost in the economy that logging would bring to them. If the Forest 
Service was required to put up enough timber each year for companies to be able to make a business plan 
there would be a viable industry here. There need to be at least ten years of timber sales on the table at all 
times so businesses and mills can plan for the future and invest money knowing there will be timber available. 
The fact that the timber is exported overseas is no different then all the fish and minerals mined and most of the 
oil getting shipped overseas to markets. This is just another natural resource that needs to be utilized but 
managed properly knowing how long it takes to grow back. 
 
Jerod Cook 
 
Small Sawmill owner. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: K 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is K Cook and I live in Cheney, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, K Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:35:59 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on and that we 
also rely on to help in lowering our CO2 levels. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Cook 
Shoreline, WA 98133 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: kay 
Last name: cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, kay cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Martha Cook and I live in Normal, Illinois. 
 
 
It's critical to protect our old growth forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Martha Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Norman 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC573 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring and learning about 
the natural habitat of this area that is so special to local Sitkans, including the intertidal area on the shore of 
Kruzof island. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. Kruzof 
Island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
The intertidal zone of Kruzof is replete with life: black seaweed and mussels are harvested off these shores. 
Sea anemones and starfish populate the rocks. Crabs and fish hide in the bright-green eel grass. Lucky visitors 
may even spot an octopus hiding beneath a crevice. The intertidal area of Kruzof depends on healthy forests. 
Clearcut logging leads to sedimentation of rivers and estuaries, and endangers the prolific ecosystems like the 
one I am visiting today. 
 
Our use and enjoyment of Kruzof Island depends entirely on the health of its forests and ecosystems. 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
*Personal Comments:* [text bolded for emphasis] I am interested in learning more! 
 
The Tongass is such a special place, please do not waste it for monetary gain 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Cook and I live in Dallas, Texas. 
 
 
A rare temperate rainforest is a jewel of our planet and should be saved 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the National Forest areas of Alaska roadless 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please remove the Roadless rule from the Tongass. SE Alaska needs to be able to work in the Tongass with 
out restrictions. Removing this rule will help with many things like hydro power, mining, logging, hunting, 
subsistence gathering, and the most important one Travel. We need to be able to use old logging road and 
upgrade them and connect them so then the ferries will have shorter runs to service SE. Also after adopted 
please use the very best standards around critical habitat, for fish and wild life. 
 
Thank you for trying to help SE Alaska. 
 
 
 
Born & Raised in the Northern SE Panhandle of Alaska!! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:09:02 PM 
First name: s 
Last name: cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
s cook 
Portland, OR 97236 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Samantha 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support alternative one, no new road building or logging in Tongass. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sandria 
Last name: cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sandria cook and I live in Corrales, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sandria cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please preserve these conservation areas 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Cook and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: COOK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne COOK and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
 
I order to protect myself, I need to know where these "forever" chemicals are coming from! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne COOK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: TERENCE 
Last name: COOK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, TERENCE COOK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1. We should not open the Tongass National Forest to logging. These national forests 
belong to ALL Americans, and Americans are fighting to protect their natural areas and their environment. 
Trees are a vital part of the fight against climate change-- we should be fighting to protect all of them that we 
can. https://www.cnn.com/2019/04/17/world/trillion-trees-climate-change-intl-scn/index.html 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tina 
Last name: Cook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tina Cook and I live in Kirksville, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tina Cook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darren 
Last name: Cooke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurine 
Last name: Cooke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurine Cooke and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurine Cooke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cooke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Food is to me one of the highest priority of this nation, Long Island sound, Chesapeake Bay, Barrier Island and 
low country of the Carolina's , Inter-coastal of Fl, South Fl , Big Bend of Fl - swamp's drained Pine Trees 
planted, and the list goes on. Fisheries collapse - Clean renewable resource destroyed or diminished. All 
relates to up land development. Look at Haiti and Dominican Republic one Island two different ways of 
development. With this it's even bigger - Tourism $ , Fisheries $, Substance for People. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cooke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Cooke and I live in Mount Joy, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Cooke 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Cookingham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deb Cookingham and I live in Silver City, New Mexico. 
 
Please do not destroy the environment anymore. Haven't you already done enough damage? We need to keep 
the lands safe for all of us. The lands belong to the people. You have no right to destroy them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Deb Cookingham 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Cooksey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Cooksey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Cooksey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Cooksey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Cooksey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Cooksey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Cookston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Raymond Cookston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Cookston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Raymond Cookston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cool 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cool 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Cooley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cooley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cooley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Myles 
Last name: Cooley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cooley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Cooley and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Cooley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Cools 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Cools and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Cools 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Cooluris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Helen Cooluris and I live in Fairfax, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Helen Cooluris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Coomber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Coomber and I live in Ringwood, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Coomber 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Coomer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Coomer and I live in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Coomer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Darla 
Last name: Coon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Darla Coon and I live in Andover, Ohio. 
 
If we dont protect it now, there might not be any habitats or animals left to protect in the future. Its time to quit 
destroying our precious earth and save what still remains untarnished by humans. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Darla Coon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jules 
Last name: Coon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jules Coon and I live in Castleton, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jules Coon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathaniel 
Last name: Coon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachael 
Last name: Coon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My choice is Alternative One 
 
I want Alternative One because the ancient trees are important for carbon storing and cannot be replaced once 
logged. Protect our planet! 
 
Rachael Coon 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Coon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Coon and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Coon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Coonen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule in place. No area of the Tongass forest should be made exempt 
from the Roadless rule. If this rule is enacted, it would allow significant damage to be done to the ecosystem 
through habitat destruction by the logging industry. As an old-growth forest, it would be difficult for the 
ecosystem to recover from such damage. I hope the Forest Service will value the long-term well-being of 
natural resources above short-term potential profits and keep the existing Roadless Rule in place. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Cooney and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Cooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not restart logging efforts in the Tongass old growth forest, or in any non-sustainable forests for that matter. 
It's terrible for the developed ecosystems of the regions. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: margaret 
Last name: cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is margaret cooney and I live in Plymouth, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, margaret cooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Cooney and I live in Plymouth Mtng, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please help make this world better, not worse. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marie Cooney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not turn one of America's last great forests, a one million year old pristine wilderness, into a a short-
term commercial operation to produce toilet paper, toothpicks and cardboard boxes. My understanding is that 
this will produce maybe 100 jobs. That is minuscule in the big scheme of things. The forest in its current state is 
IRREPLACEABLE. Please use good judgement and preserve this incredible place for future generations. 
Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cooney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This forest should remain untouched permanently for the pleasure and safety of all Americans. The carbon sink 
this forest provides is critical to helping reduce the most harmful impacts of the global warming crisis. If 
industries need more wood, they should purchase private land and grow their own trees for harvest. These 
federal lands dont belong simply to timber companies and developers. They belong to the American people. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Coonrod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Coonrod 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Coonrod 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Coonrod and I live in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
To sell our your childrens future for money now proves how soulless you are. The futures heirs will remember 
what you did. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Coonrod 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Coons 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Why does our biggest national forest and our world have to suffer because this company built its profits around 
destroying one of our worlds most precious natural resources. No business can grow forever without losses. 
Welcome to income roller coaster that Corporate America makes the rest of us ride. Grow hemp. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharron 
Last name: Coontz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharron Coontz and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
 
Our public lands our precious resources for us and our descendants. They need to be treated accordingly. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharron Coontz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alex Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alex Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alice Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Beth Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beth 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Beth Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bettie 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bettie Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bonnie Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: bonnie 
Last name: cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is bonnie cooper and I live in Asheville, North Carolina. 
 
 
Protect our forests, our water, and our air! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, bonnie cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brandon Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bridget 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bridget Cooper and I live in East Lansing, Michigan. 
 
I am a public school teacher and animal and nature lover, plus I pay my taxes. I want to see our beautiful 
forests protected, not plundered, so that our future generations can enjoy them as well. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Bridget Cooper 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caron 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Caron Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia cooper and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
Please  reduce air pollution by mandating reduced truck emissions. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debora 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization: National Park Service (NPS) 
Title:  
Comments: 
HC383 
 
Memorandum 
 
Subject: *USDA Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and public rulemaking 
process for *Roadless Area Conservation on National Forest System Lands in* [text italicized for emphasis] 
(ER-18/0402; FR Doc No: 2018-18937).* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The National Park Service (NPS) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on a Notice of Intent (NOI) 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and public rulemaking process for *Roadless Area Conservation on National Forest System Lands in 
Alaska.* [text italicized for emphasis] This process will address the management of inventoried roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest (TNF). In conducting the rulemaking process, USDA is responding to the State 
of Alasaka's petitioin requesting an exemption of the TNF from the current stadning national 2001 Roadless 
Rule. An Alaska Roadless Rule would replace the 2001 Roadless Rule, which prohibits with some exception 
road construction, road reconstruction, and timber harvesting on certain National Forest System lands across 
the country. 
 
*BACKGROUND* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
America's national parks are managed for the enduring benefit and legacy of present and future generations 
under the NPS Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1). Two NPS units share boundaries with the TNF: 
 
1) The Skagway and White Pass Units of the Klondike Gold Rush National Historical Park (Klomdike NHP) 
 
*Legislative Purpose (in part)* [text underlined for emphasis]: to preserve in public ownership for the benefit 
and inspiration of the people of the United States, the historic structures and trails, artifacts and landscapes 
and stories associated with the Klondike Gold Rulh of 1898 (Klondike NHP Foundation Statement and Public 
Law 94-323). 
 
2) Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve (Glacier Bay NPP) 
 
*Legislative Purpose (in part)* [text underlined for emphasis]: to preserve for the benefit, use, education, and 
inspiration of present and future generations nationally significant natural, scenic, historic, archeological, 
geological, scientific, wilderness, cultural, recreational, and wildlife values (Public Law 96-487). 
 
In addition to sharing boundaries with the TNF, these NPS units are further intertwined with Forest Service 
lands within the larger terrestrial and marine ecosystem of northern Southeast Alaska. 
 
The Forest Service, on behalf of the USDA, is currently soliciting public input on the nature and scope of the 
environmental, social, and economic issues related to Alaska-specific rulemaking that should be analyzed in 
depth in the Draft EIS. NPS offeres the following comments in the context of park purpose and congressional 
direction. 
 
*NPS COMMENTS* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
*Archeological and Cultural Resources* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
KLONDIKE NHP. Klondike NHP manages the Skagway and White Pass District National Historic Landmark 
(NHL) for its association with the Klondike Gold Rush, an event that made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of history for exploration, settlement, and transportation between 1897 and 1910. The area is also 
within the traditional territory of the Tlingit who used the valley as a trading route over the Coast Mountains and 
into the interior. They also hunted and fished in the Skagway River Valley and lived in the area before the gold 



rush. The White Pass played a vital transportation role during World War II. The White Pass and Yukon Route 
railroad was designated an International Historic Civil Engineering Landmark by the American Society of Civil 
Engineers on September 10, 1994. Klondike Gold Rush International Historical Park (which includes the White 
Pass) was designated by proclamations signed by both the President of the United States and the Prime 
Minister of Canada on August 5, 1998. 
 
Although the NHL boundary does not encompass Forest Service land, the historic and significant use of the 
land was not limited to today's property boundaries. These nationally and internationally significant historic sites 
and uses of the area are known within and outside the current NHL boundary. Therefore, construction of roads 
and related development undertaken on National Forest lands adjacent to NPS lands could irreparably damage 
the situ historic and prehistoric archaeology. The EIS should carefully consider the possibility for such effects to 
archeological and cultural resources. 
 
*Wilderness Resource* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
GLACIER BAY NPP. The majority of the shared boundary between Glacier Bay NPP and TNF includes 
designated wilderness within Glacier Bay National Park. The NPS manages its wilderness resources under the 
Wilderness Act and teh Keeping it Wild interagency framework to preserve the following qualities: 1) 
undeveloped characteristics; 2) solitude, primitive and unconfined recreation characteristics; 3) natural 
characteristics; and 4) untrammeled characteristics. Changes in roadless status of TNF lands adjacent to NPS-
managed wilderness have the potential to affect wilderness qualities, viewshed, and visitor experience within 
the Glacier Bay National Park Wilderness. These potential resources should be considered in the EIS. 
 
*Viewaheds* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
In addition to considering viewsheds in the context of wilderness (as dicussed above), impacts to viewsheds on 
NPS lands should be considered in the EIS. Examples include but are not limited to: 1) the narrow river valley 
setting of the Skagway and White Pass District NHL and 2) the viewshed from within the NHL boundary, which 
encompasses 5,000 foot, forested mountains fo the TNF, uninterrupted by modern construction. These 
viewsheds in particular are a part of the cultural landscape of the NHL managed by Klondike NHP. 
 
*Biosphere Reserve* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
GLACIER BAY NPP-Amirality Island is a joint UNESCO Biosphere Reserve site managed by the NPS and the 
USDA Forest Service. Biosphere Reserves are based on the functions of: conservation (contribute to the 
conservation of landscapes, ecosystem, species and genetic variation); development (foster economic and 
human development which is socio-culturally and ecologically sustainable); and logistic support (facilitate local 
demonstration projects, environmental education and training, and research and monitoring related to local, 
regional, and global opportunities for conservation and sustainable development). The potential for changes in 
roadless status of TNF lands to impact the qualities of the Biosphere Reserve (with particular focus on 
Admiralty Island) should be considered in the EIS. 
 
*Wildlife Connectivity and Corridors* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
The shared boundary between NPS and TNF represent areas of potential wildlife connectivity and movement 
corridors, such as the Alsek River corrideor, the Endicott Gap corridor and the Couverdan/Excursion Inlet area 
in Glacier Bay NPP. NPS lands provides diverse habitats for many wildlife species such as brown and black 
bears, wolves, mountain goats, moose, and other terrestrial wildlife species. Changes in roadless status of TNF 
lands adjacent to NPS-managed lands could affect wildlife populations within the park. These potential impacts 
to terrestrial wildlife should be considered in the EIS. 
 
*Other Resources* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 
 
Changes in roadless status TNF lands adjacent to NPS-managed lands have the potential to affect night skies, 
natural sounds, air quality, and landscape composition on NPS lands, as well as fish and the natural flow and 
character of waterways such as the Skagway River, among others. These elements shoud be considered in the 
EIS. 
 
*Tourism* [text bolded and underlined for emphasis] 



 
KLONDIKE NHP. The scenic and cultural values of the White Pass and Yukon Route railroad and Klondike 
NHP play a critical role in the gorwing tourism industry of Skagway. The historic integrity of Skagway, the 
historic and continued use of the White Pass and Yukon Route railroad and the wild and scenic nature of the 
tourist experience draw tourists to the area. Development of road systems and industrial activities within the 
Skagway ans White Pass District NHL boundary or within the viewshed from the NHL boundary would 
adversely affect these values. 
 
GLACIER BAY NPP. Recreation areas of Glacier Bay NPP are intertwined with TNF wilderness recreation 
areas by the tour vessel industry. This industry brings substantial financial resources to the state's economy, 
including small communities that rely on this vital input to their seasonal economy. 
 
The potential for changes in roadless status of TNF lands to impact tourism and its contributions to local 
economies in and around NPS-lands should be considered in the EIS. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments to the NOI to prepare an EIS for *Roadless Area Conservation on 
National Forest System Lands in Alaska.* [text italicized for emphasis] Please contact Brooke Merrell, 
Environmental Planning and Compliance Team Leader at [Phone Number] or [email] with any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Debora Cooper 
 
Associate Regional Director for Resources and Planning 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Cooper and I live in Shoreline, Washington. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edie 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edie Cooper and I live in Crestone, Colorado. 
 
 
Please help up save our incredible forests! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edie Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Enji 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Enji Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fred Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gail Cooper and I live in Pine Bluff, Arkansas. 
 
 
Use some common sense! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gail Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Cooper and I live in Fayetteville, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Cooper and I live in Eaton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Cooper and I live in Granville, Ohio. 
 
The Tongass National Forest comprises the largest intact temperate rainforest on Earth and it should be 
preserved as a carbon sink and for its unique value to wildlife. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, James Cooper 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joelle 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joelle Cooper and I live in Cleveland, New York. 
 
 
As a health care provider, I know how dangerous pollutants are to our lungs. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joelle Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cooper and I live in Glasco, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC905 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Cooper and I live in Des Moines, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leanne 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leanne Cooper and I live in Rockville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leanne Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 9:26:41 AM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lee Cooper and I live in Solomons, MD. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am a faculty member at the Chesapeake Biological Laboratory of the University of Maryland and I work in 
Alaska professionally on marine ecosystem questions, and I am familiar with southeast and southcentral 
Alaska and the Tongass and Chugach National Forests and the incredible opportunities these public lands 
provide for our country.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest for their 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity contained within these public lands, as well as the lifestyles of the 
indigenous communities that the forest supports. Together these national forests are among the best natural 
solutions in the US to climate change and to the sequestration of millions of metric tons of organic carbon, thus 
mitigating climate change. Other resources protected by this alternative include wild salmon populations and 
associated world-class fishing opportunities. It is also notable that the Tongass itself is the the largest intact 
temperate rainforest in the world. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It 
is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
support small-scale, sustainable logging, perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting 
of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would 
not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of 
the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margo 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margo Cooper and I live in Nevada City, California 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margo Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.We just cannot afford to destroy more of our land 
during this climate crisis. It is a horrible economic decision.Mary Pelton Cooper  
Regards, Mary Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am writing to strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the 
Tongass National Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. It is a pristine, natural and undisturbed home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander 
Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears, and salmon, and I'm writing to urge you to keep it that way. The Tongass 
National Forest also stores a vast amount of carbon with its centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life 
raft in this time of climate change. 
 
Logging the area would be a short-sighted and disastrous decision in that it would release most of that carbon 
into the atmosphere. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens 
these immense and positive values that are currently inherent in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be sacrificed to the timber industry, which provides a 
small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of which rely 
on intact forests to thrive. It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests because your 
agency has already allowed for logging in so much of our national forests, and by doing so, I believe has 
harmed wildlife and waters along the way. 
 
I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the Chugach 
National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging, because in doing so, I believe that this is simply a 
backdoor repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule, which protects all roadless lands and the critical role they play in 
protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation. 
 
Please - think and act with a long-term view of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to 
maintain "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Cooper 
 
Dillsboro, NC 28725 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pt 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pt Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ray 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ray Cooper and I live in Springfield, Missouri. 
 
 
Right thing to do 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ray Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Salome 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Salome Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sherry Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stacey Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: susa 
Last name: cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susa cooper and I live in Moraga, California. 
 
Please do not cut or further damage the Tongass National forest because we want to protect it in its natural 
uncut state for our children and grandchildren. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, susa cooper 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan cooper and I live in Grnd Vw Hudsn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tory 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Cooper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Cooper and I live in Wakefield, Kansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victoria Cooper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Cooper-Ott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Cooper-Ott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Cooper-Ott 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lori Cooper-Ott 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sima 
Last name: Cooperan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sima Cooperan and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
Protect our forests which are critical to help alleviate the effects of climate change. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sima Cooperan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Cooperman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqueline Cooperman and I live in Alexandria, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jacqueline Cooperman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sima 
Last name: Cooperman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sima Cooperman and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
Trees are one of our best defenses against climate change. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sima Cooperman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sima 
Last name: Cooperman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sima Cooperman and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sima Cooperman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Cooperstock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Adam Cooperstock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Cooperstock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adam Cooperstock and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Adam Cooperstock 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Yvonne 
Last name: Coopmans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed change to Forest Service regulations in the National Forest Systems 
Lands in Alaska. I grew up Montana, a state dependent on extractive industries such as logging. In fact my 
father was employed as both a logger and lumber truck diver his entire working life.. The Tongass and other 
old-growth forests now serve a more vital purpose than construction material. They are one of the few 
sustainable carbon sinks for a planet smothering in excess emissions and as such must not be reduced in the 
least. 
 
Yvonne Coopmans, now residing in Oregon, a lumber-centric state with abundant clear-cuts. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dick 
Last name: Coose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule comment 
 
Please find attached my comments concerning the Tongass National Forest and the Alaska Roadless Rule 
Making as published in the Federal Register on October 17, 2019. 
 
Thank You 
 
Richard L Coose 
 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
USDA Forest Service December 15, 2019 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
 
 
Please consider the following comments concerning the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS notice in October 17, 
2019 in the Federal Register. 
 
 
 
I am a retired US Forest Service professional forester/land manager. For the last 20+ years I have served as 
an elected official on the Ketchikan City Council or Ketchikan Gateway Borough supporting a strong economy 
for our citizens. 
 
 
 
As a forester and elected official, I support sustainable management of forest resources using sound forest 
land planning to identify resource opportunities and management activities. 
 
 
 
The politically imposed 2001 Roadless Rule unnecessarily inhibits the normal planning process and exempting 
the Tongass N.F. simply allows the normal land planning process and management decisions to resume and 
return to the local level. 
 
 
 
Resource management options for the 9.6 million acres of roadless should be identified following the 
established multiple use forest land management plan process under NFMA. These areas should be 
thoroughly inventoried, documented, and disclosed to determine what the resource management opportunities 
are in each area. All resources must be considered; hydro-power, minerals development, economical timber 
harvest, wildlife and fish habitat, roaded and unroaded recreational uses, and all the multiple resources of the 
forest. These areas can then be classified to the appropriate land use designation that provides for the long 



term health and diversity of the Tongass National Forest and provide for the needs of the people, local 
economies, and communities of SE Alaska. 
 
 
 
I support the selection of the preferred Alternative 6, full release of the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 
Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Thanks to USDA Secretary Perdue and the US Forest Service for undertaking this action so all of the Tongass 
National Forest can be managed under full multiple use management planning and project execution. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Richard L Coose 
 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 
 
[Position] 
 



USDA Forest Service       December 15, 2019 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
Please consider the following comments concerning the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS notice in 
October 17, 2019 in the Federal Register. 
 
I am a retired US Forest Service professional forester/land manager. For the last 20+ years I 
have served as an elected official on the Ketchikan City Council or Ketchikan Gateway Borough 
supporting a strong economy for our citizens. 
 
As a forester and elected official, I support sustainable management of forest resources using 
sound forest land planning to identify resource opportunities and management activities. 
 
The politically imposed 2001 Roadless Rule unnecessarily inhibits the normal planning process 
and exempting the Tongass N.F. simply allows the normal land planning process and 
management decisions to resume and return to the local level. 
 
Resource management options for the 9.6 million acres of roadless should be identified 
following the established multiple use forest land management plan process under NFMA.  
These areas should be thoroughly inventoried, documented, and disclosed to determine what 
the resource management opportunities are in each area.  All resources must be considered; 
hydro-power, minerals development, economical timber harvest, wildlife and fish habitat, 
roaded and unroaded recreational uses, and all the multiple resources of the forest. These 
areas can then be classified to the appropriate land use designation that provides for the long 
term health and diversity of the Tongass National Forest and provide for the needs of the 
people, local economies, and communities of SE Alaska. 
 
I support the selection of the preferred Alternative 6, full release of the Tongass National Forest 
from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
Thanks to USDA Secretary Perdue and the US Forest Service for undertaking this action so all of 
the Tongass National Forest can be managed under full multiple use management planning and 
project execution. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard L Coose 
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Coover 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National 
Forest, and to that end I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. The plan to roll back Roadless Rule 
protections is yet another attack on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, 
Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to 
their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Coover 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hazel 
Last name: Cope 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hazel Cope 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cope 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Cope and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Cope 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Cope 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Cope 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Cope 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Cope and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Cope 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am very concerned if Trump goes through with this then that'll support my effort to vote for him again. I am 
writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brian Copeland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Damon 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Damon Copeland and I live in Jupiter, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Damon Copeland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dana Copeland and I live in Nederland, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dana Copeland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeanette 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeanette Copeland and I live in Missoula, Montana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeanette Copeland 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Malena 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please preserve our forests! We need them! Do not sell or lease them! Do not allow their destruction! We must 
add to them &amp; not give these forests away, nor sell them! I am begging you! Please! 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: marie 
Last name: copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marie copeland and I live in Delmar, New York. 
 
I visited Alaska in Sept. of this year and I hope that the air, water and forest will be protected for future 
generations to see the beauty of this State. Keep the Roadless Rule in place. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, marie copeland 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Naomi 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Naomi Copeland and I live in Key Largo, Florida. 
 
There are enough problems in the Alaskan ecology. Making more money for corporations by destroying the 
ecology is not the right move at any time and especially now when forests are better everywhere on the planet. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Naomi Copeland 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willie 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3533 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Willie Copeland 
 
Stockbridge, GA 30281 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willie 
Last name: Copeland 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3533 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Willie Copeland 
Stockbridge, GA 30281 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Douglas 
Last name: Copella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please not to remove protections from Tongass National Forest 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative, #1, for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, and to oppose any reduction of protections for national forest roadless areas. 
 
 
 
Douglas Copella 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janell 
Last name: Copello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janell Copello and I live in Snellville, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janell Copello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeaneth 
Last name: Coperend 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4986 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR Y TP 2 RRS 2 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Copper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Copper and I live in Staunton, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Copper 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Coppersmith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere.  
The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our nations most 
pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. You must choose the No Action 
alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska 
Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
I urge you not to abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate 
profits by choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged.  
Regards, Terri Coppersmith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Coppes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Coppes and I live in Burlington, Iowa. 
 
I'm so disappointed in this administration, things such as this should not be happening. Look forward to voting 
in 2020. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pat Coppes 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: coppola 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn coppola and I live in Novi, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn coppola 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Coppotelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Fred Coppotelli and I live in Bradenton, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Fred Coppotelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heide 
Last name: Coppotelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heide Coppotelli and I live in Cedar Mountain, North Carolina. 
 
To cut these ancient trees is to cut their Creator. For Greed and Bragging??? For centuries to come, this 
shame could not be lived down! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Heide Coppotelli 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: richard 
Last name: coradi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3167 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
richard coradi 
 
Coraopolis, PA 15108 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: richard 
Last name: coradi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5362 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
whenn i retire, I'm hoping that all of the natural beauty of these places that are under the roadless rules are still 
intact as they are now. i want to stay in the U.S. and discover all the unique places that are in our great country. 
Please leave the tongass and other forests the way they are. Thsnk you rich coradi. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
richard coradi 
 
Coraopolis, PA 15108 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: richard 
Last name: coradi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3167 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
richard coradi 
Coraopolis, PA 15108 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Coral 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC997 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sage 
Last name: Coram 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC800 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 10:48:44 AM 
First name: Soule 
Last name: Coram 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Soule Coram and I live in Port Alexander, AK. occasionally for 9+years 
Value its un-altered appearances, natural habitat, live animals and plant life I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying 
nature, viewing wildlife. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because it discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
not at this time!  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: A 
Last name: Corbet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is A Corbet and I live in Oakland, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, A Corbet 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Abigail 
Last name: Corbet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Abigail Corbet and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Abigail Corbet 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Corbett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5136 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. 
 
Logging in the Tongass is not financially viable and will require huge government subsidies, doing nothing 
costs nothing and ensures that both the commercial fishing industry and tourist industry will continue to 
contribute 1 billion dollars each and account for over 30% of jobs in southeast Alaska. 
 
Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless 
areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational 
fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do 
not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to 
survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Alan Corbett 
 
Douglas, AK 99824 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alec 
Last name: Corbett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Alec Corbett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patty 
Last name: Corbett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patty Corbett and I live in Missoula, Montana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patty Corbett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Corbett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Randy Corbett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shane 
Last name: Corbett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is an appalling proposal. I do not support this in any way, shape, or form. These are protected lands that 
should remain undisturbed. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Denny 
Last name: Corbin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is always inherently unfair when a few people make comparatively large tangible profits from publicly owned 
natural resources while those not involved in the harvest only stand to benefit (hopefully) from positive side 
effects to the economy. Almost always some form of negative environmental degradation is caused. 
 
 
 
There should be (and are) small scale logging operations working in southeast Alaska but I don't trust the US 
Forest service, they are compromised. A full exemption does the exact opposite to state's rights and will likely 
allow the federal government to push through timber sales in spite of public opposition. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service opened with a position of support for full exemption. Why did they feel the need to take a 
position at all? It seems they are making a statement, "your trees are ours!" 
 
 
 
Tongass old growth does not grow back as fast as trees located in more southern latitudes. Once it is gone it 
will effectively be gone forever. A few logging roads and brushy stands of slow growing timber won't replace the 
natural wonder that is old growth Tongass. 
 
 
 
I am a lifelong resident of southeast Alaska, an Alaskan commercial salmon fisherman and owner of a 
wilderness lodge that is located in the Tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Corbin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am writing to implore the Forest Service to maintain the pristine nature of the Tongass National Forest by not 
allowing any new roads to enable logging. Logging in this incredible habitat would release a huge amount of 
stored carbon into the environment and contribute to global warming. I would have thought it was ultimate 
mission of the Forest Service to protect America's great forests and preserve them for future generations not 
sell them off for temporary gain. Please, please, please do what is right for the world. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Donna Corbin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Corbin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Corbin and I live in Georgetown, Georgia. 
 
 
Save Alaska Forest 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Corbin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Corbin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
LEAVE WILDERNESS WILD.. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marion 
Last name: Corbin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marion Corbin and I live in Rhinebeck, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marion Corbin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Corbit 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Corbit 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Corbit 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Corbit 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rich 
Last name: Corboy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rich Corboy and I live in Ocean Brz Pk, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rich Corboy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Corbus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3003 
 
Dec.5, 2019 
 
Re: Proposed Change to Roadless Rule-Climate Change Impact 
 
Dear Sir: 
 
I am writing in support Alternative 6, the Total Exemption Alternative for the proposed Roadless Rule change. 
My reasoning for selecting Alternative 6 relates to the need for addressing the climate change/carbon emission 
issue. 
 
On Feb. 12, 2018 the Assembly of the City and Borough of Juneau (CBJ) passed Resolution 2808 which 
adopted the goal of satisfying 80% its total energy requirement by year 2045 with renewable energy. The total 
energy requirement includes all energy required for heat, transportation, lighting and all other uses. Renewable 
energy sources include hydroelectric, wind, solar, geothermal, tidal, wave and from future technological 
developments. 
 
Today less than 20% of the CBJ total energy requirement is satisfied with renewable energy, most of which 
comes from hydroelectric projects within the Tongass National Forest area covered by the Roadless Rule. The 
existing hydroelectric sources, Snettisham, Lake Dorothy and Annex Creek, satisfies the present CBJ electrical 
needs. The proposed Sweetheart Hydroelectric Project will provide a fraction of the incremental needs to 
realize the 80% goal. Although electrical conservation and energy efficiency measures will play a role in 
achieving this goal, very substantial new renewable sources will be required. 
 
Numerous Federal and State of Alaska publications, including a joint publication, *Water Power Southeast 
Alaska* [text underlined for emphasis] by the Federal Power Commission and the U.S. Forest Service dated 
1947 and *Waterpower Resources Near Petersburg and Juneau, Southeastern Alaska, * [text underlined for 
emphasis] U.S. Geological Survey Paper 1529 dated 1962, both identify potential hydroelectric sites. Since 
such documents were published, new technologies are available - wind, solar, geothermal and tidal. 
Reasonable access to project sites, whether it be hydro, wind, solar, etc, and transmission line routing to bring 
such energy to the CBJ and other Southeast Alaskan communities are necessary if the CBJ and Southeast 
Alaska are to become a renewable energy based economy. 
 
In summary, Alternative 6, the total Exemption, will make it possible to provide renewable energy for the CBJ 
and other communities of Southeast Alaska at reasonable costs and address the climate change challenge. 
 
Again, I recommend the U.S. Forest Service adopt Alternative 6. 
 
Very truly yours, 
 
[Signature] 
 
William A. Corbus 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jackie 
Last name: Corby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jackie Corby and I live in Binghamton, New York. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jackie Corby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Corcoran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I cant believe abandoning protections for this beautiful area of our country is even being considered. I am 
vehemently opposed to this &amp; will vote against politicians who support this atrocity. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JC 
Last name: Corcoran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JC Corcoran and I live in Glorieta, New Mexico. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, JC Corcoran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Corcoran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kevin Corcoran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: matthew 
Last name: corcoran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Corcoran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Corda 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Corda and I live in The Bronx, New York. 
 
Many Alaskans depend upon the wildlife, and the wildlife, in turn, depend upon the habitat, for their own 
livelihood. If this is not sufficient reason, then consider the income derived from tourism to this pristine 
landscape. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Corda 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gaetana 
Last name: Cordasco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gaetana Cordasco and I live in [@advCity], Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gaetana Cordasco 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Cordero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Cordero and I live in Ogden, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Amy Cordero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cordero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cordero and I live in Longview, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Cordero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cordero 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Cordero 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Cordes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Suzanne Cordes and I live in South Hadley, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Protect our planet...YOUR childrens planet!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Suzanne Cordes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cordingley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a resident of New Mexico, where forest management is important to us, I support the No-Action Alternative 
for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support 
keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan 
is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- 
including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. 
It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Cordingley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rena 
Last name: Cordoni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rena Cordoni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rena 
Last name: Cordoni 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rena Cordoni 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Cordonnier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3363 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Justin Cordonnier 
 
Needham, MA 02492 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cordova 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Cordova 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cordova 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Cordova 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Cordova 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rose Cordova and I live in Riverside, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rose Cordova 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Cordova 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC365 
 
Dear Christiansen, 
 
I am distressed to hear the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest. *Please* [text double 
underlined for emphasis] protect this important temperate rainforest, the old-growth trees that remain, and the 
wildlife that depend on them. Thank you! 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Sharon Cordova 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:42:57 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cordray 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please don't disturb this rare pristine rainforest!  The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds 
like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. 
Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old 
trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Cordray 
Decatur, IL 62521 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Cordy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers, our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, and a 
recreator in the great state of Alaska. I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal 
Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain 
roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 
and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and 
are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like 
hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cordy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Cordy and I live in Hortonville, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Cordy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lea 
Last name: Coreau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lea Coreau and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lea Coreau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Corey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie Corey and I live in Toledo, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie Corey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Corgain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anna Corgain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jasmin 
Last name: Cori 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jasmin Cori and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
Allowing our air (and water) to be poisoned is such a self-destructive strategy. Please do your job to protect 
public and environmental health rather than be a force of destruction. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Please do your job. 
 
Regards, Jasmin Cori 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Cori-Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Cori-Jones and I live in Gainesville, Florida. 
 
I talked recently to a couple of retired Forest Service employees who told me that the Forest Service just 
laughs at the letters and comments sent to them by members of the public who are deeply concerned over 
issues like proposed changes to the Road Building Rule which would make way for clearcutting in the Tongass 
National Forest. With grandchildren living in, and devoted to their state of Alaska, I can assure you this is no 
laughing matter, and I would strongly urge you to consider the depth of feeling and urgent concerns of Alaska 
residents, Americans across this country, and the wider world that would be affected by degrading the Tongass 
National Forest. I urge you to continue to support the fullest protections for this critical forest, which becomes 
ever more vital in sustaining our planets life-support system. Thank you 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth Cori-Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: coria 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark coria and I live in Rosemead, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark coria 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Coriell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Coriell and I live in Richmond Heights, Ohio. 
 
 
These public lands must be protected. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Coriell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Coringrato 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Coringrato and I live in Allentown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Coringrato 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann-Marie 
Last name: Corkett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann-Marie Corkett and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann-Marie Corkett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Corkran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to emphatically support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 
the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in 
place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, 
and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their 
culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. Wild places are essential to the physical and emotional wellbeing of us all.In 
addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Corkran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Abby 
Last name: Corle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Abby Corle and I live in Allendale Charter Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Abby Corle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlette 
Last name: Corlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carlette Corlett and I live in Brimfield, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carlette Corlett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Corlett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Corlett and I live in Falmouth, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Corlett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Corley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Corley and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alicia Corley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Corley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Corley and I live in Arroyo Grande, California. 
 
 
STOP! And Preserve for the future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Corley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Corley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chereale 
Last name: Cormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Chereale Cormack and I live in [@advCity], [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Chereale Cormack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Cormack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kimberly Cormack 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Morgan 
Last name: Cormia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Morgan Cormia and I live in Cliffside Park, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Morgan Cormia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cormia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cormia and I live in Cliffside Park, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Cormia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Noelle 
Last name: Cormier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Noelle Cormier and I live in Conway, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Noelle Cormier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nelta 
Last name: Corn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nelta Corn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Corn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Corn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Corn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Corn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Cornejo 
Organization: Constantine Metal Resources Ltd. 
Title: Vice President, Community & External Affairs 
Comments: 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
 
 
We support your rigorous analysis and the Preferred Alternative, Alternative 6 - a full exemption. The 2001 
Rule should never have applied to Alaska. Renewable energy projects and mining projects are being 
unnecessarily obstructed by the inflexible prohibition on roads. The Roadless Rule is also counter to many of 
the regional goals for rural development and the USDA's own policies. A total exemption is necessary to re-
balance economic development and environmental protection in the region. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
Liz Cornejo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Cornelia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jared Cornelia and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jared Cornelia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aidan 
Last name: Cornelison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6007 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Protect Water & Land! [dolphin drawing] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Cornelius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Cornelius and I live in Haines, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michele Cornelius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Cornelius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Cornelius and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
Leave the Tongass alone!  The planet needs its forest if humans are going to survive! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Cornelius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Van 
Last name: Cornelius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Van Cornelius and I live in Ocala, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Van Cornelius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Corneliusen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Corneliusen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Corneliusen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Corneliusen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4079 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a lifelong fly fisher and supporter of the Alaskan wilderness areas I urge you to maintain roadless 
protections. The economy of Alaska as well as the health of the fisheries depend on it. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Catherine Cornell 
 
Plymouth, NH 03264 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4079 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a lifelong fly fisher and supporter of the Alaskan wilderness areas I urge you to maintain roadless 
protections. The economy of Alaska as well as the health of the fisheries depend on it. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Catherine Cornell 
Plymouth, NH 03264 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cornell and I live in Madeira Beach, Florida. 
 
Why would you want to cut all those trees down, like in the Janis Joplin song? We'll need all the oxygen we can 
get from those trees. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, David Cornell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: denice 
Last name: cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is denice cornell and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, denice cornell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Doretta 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Doretta Cornell and I live in Hawthorne, New York. 
 
These lands must be preserved intact, not sacrificed to counter-productive fossil fuel drilling that will further 
endanger our planet! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Doretta Cornell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Cornell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: mathew 
Last name: cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is a unique and special ecosystem, unlike any on Earth. With rampant and 
continued ecosystem degradation, habitat loss, and species depletion it is imperative such places are protected 
from development. Keep the Tongass, Chugach, and other national forest lands in their current roadless 
undeveloped states. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Cornell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matt Cornell and I live in Durango, Colorado. 
 
 
You might see constraints against growth, I and many others see restraints against abuse. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matt Cornell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathe 
Last name: Cornellio 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathe Cornellio 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Cornely 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Cornely and I live in Aurora, Colorado. 
 
Deforestation is a major contributor to increasing poor air quality. For this reason I want deforestation in Alaska 
to be discontinued. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy Cornely 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: susan 
Last name: corner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan corner and I live in Lansing, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, susan corner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyza 
Last name: Cornett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyza Cornett and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyza Cornett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 2:00:00 AM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Cornett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) safeguards roughly 15 million acres of roadless forest 
lands across both the Tongass and Chugach National Forests of Alaska. These publicly owned and managed 
areas in our national forests have been protected to conserve watersheds, wildlife habitat and recreational 
values for the last twenty years. 
 
 
 
Changing the Roadless Rule for Alaska could irreversibly threaten national forest lands across the state, from 
ancient forests including thousand-year-old Sitka spruce, western hemlock, and western red cedar. The 
Tongass is also home to endemic species including brown bear, wolf, eagles, black-tailed deer, and world-
class salmon habitat that support commercial and recreational fisheries. Once our roadless areas are gone, 
they're gone forever. 
 
 
 
I urge you to please maintain protections for our national forests in Alaska. 
 
 
 
The proposed action in U.S. Forest Service's Draft Environmental Impact Statement of the Alaska roadless rule 
would open vast tracts of America's remaining ancient forest to logging and road building. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest contains nearly 10 million acres of Intact Forest Landscape (IFL)--the unbroken 
natural landscape of a forest ecosystem and its habitat. That amount is equivalent to more than half of the IFL 
in the lower 48 states and represents nearly 40 percent of the Intact Forest Landscape managed by the U.S. 
Forest Service that is left in this country. 
 
 
 
The Tongass produces on average 28% of Alaska's annual commercial salmon catch and 25% of the entire 
west coast annual harvest! The Forest Service estimates that the salmon industry generates $986 million 
annually. 
 
 
 
In an August 2019, letter to your office, Southeast Alaska fishermen and fisherwomen urged the Forest Service 
to select an alternative that broadly protects fish habitat, continues the phase-out of industrial-scale old-growth 
clear-cutting, and prioritizes the restoration of degraded watersheds and streams. Instead, the Department of 
Agriculture and the Forest Service have proposed to renew large-scale logging that would adversely impact the 
tourism and commercial fishing industries of Southeast Alaska. 
 
 
 
Additionally, not only is the Tongass National Forest at risk if USDA moves forward with the proposed Alaska 
specific Roadless Rule, the Chugach National Forest in Alaska is also targeted. This plan gives one federal 
bureaucrat the ability to arbitrarily remove Roadless Rule protections from any of the currently protected 5.4 
million acres in the Chugach, with no analysis of impacts and extremely limited public comment. This late-
breaking addition underscores how the Alaska Specific Roadless Rule is yet another process designed to hand 
over Alaska public lands to clearcutting and other resource extraction companies. 
 
 



 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Cornett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Cornett and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia Cornett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Corney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Corney and I live in Glens Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Corney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandi 
Last name: Cornez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandi Cornez and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
We need to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule in place as clear cutting trees creates more forest fires. 
Clear cutting also leads to floods. Everything in nature and in life is dependent on everything else. Protections 
are put in place because they are needed. Corporate interests will never be as important as protecting a 
National Forest. Please do the right thing and stop this travesty from happening. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sandi Cornez 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Corniea 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Too much of our natural environment is being destroyed lately. It is imperative to keep natural as much as we 
can for the preservation of the earth. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cornish 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cornish 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Corns 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Corns and I live in Key West, Florida. 
 
The world is experiencing an environmental crisis. We must take a leadership position in keeping our forests 
intact and not bow to the whims of large corporations. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Corns 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tonya 
Last name: Cornwall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tonya Cornwall and I live in Happy Valley, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tonya Cornwall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ed 
Last name: Cornwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ed Cornwell and I live in Granite City, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ed Cornwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Cornwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Cornwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: corona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anthony corona and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anthony corona 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cecile 
Last name: Corona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cecile Corona 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Corona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Corona and I live in Houston, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Corona 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Norma 
Last name: Corona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Norma Corona and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Norma Corona 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susannah 
Last name: Corona 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Please keep the roadless rule. The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds insects and plants. 
Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest, encourage the spread of invasive 
species, and decrease biodiversity. 
 
Action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow roadbuilding and logging across the 
Tongass and may cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. 
 
We can meet consumer needs just fine by using existing resources down here in the lower 48. High quality 
wilderness will be an economic asset to Alaska as the climate warms. 
 
Please select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susannah Corona 
 
Del Rio, TX 78840 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Athena 
Last name: Coroneos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Athena Coroneos and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Athena Coroneos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Skagway 
Last name: Corporation 
Organization: Skagway Development Corporation 
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment Submission 
 
Please find the Skagway Development Corporation's board of directors public comment regarding the 
recommended changes to the Tongass National Forest's roadless rule protection. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Kaitlyn Jared 
 
Executive Director 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
November 6, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rule  
 Dear USDA representative, 
 
Based on the economic importance of the pristine condition of the Tongass National Forest for tourism in 
Southeast Alaska, the Skagway Development Corporation does not support the USDA's recommendation of 
Alternative 6 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Management of Inventoried Roadless Areas 
within the Tongass National Forest. The Skagway Development Corporation supports continued protection of 
the Tongass National Forest through the Roadless Rule via Alternative 1 of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Management of Inventoried Roadless Areas within the Tongass National Forest, no action. 
 
Unless this forest is safe-guarded, Skagway and other Southeast communities could face negative impacts on 
our most important economy as well as possible detrimental impacts to this area's ecosystem. 
 
Sincerely SDC Board of Directors, 
 
Tim Bourcy- President 
 
Cori Giacomazzi- Vice-president 
 
Julene Brown- Secretary 
 



Bruce Schindler- Treasurer 
 
Michelle Pierce- Member-at-large 
 
 
 
[Attachment is not related to the rule and is part of a signature block, specifically an image of Skagway 
Development Corporation] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 





 
 
 
 
 

ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

 
November 6, 2019 

 

USDA Forest Service 

Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802 
 

Re: Alaska Roadless Rule 

 

Dear USDA representative, 

 

 Based on the economic importance of the pristine condition of the Tongass National Forest 

for tourism in Southeast Alaska, the Skagway Development Corporation does not support the 

USDA’s recommendation of Alternative 6 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 

Management of Inventoried Roadless Areas within the Tongass National Forest. The Skagway 

Development Corporation supports continued protection of the Tongass National Forest through the 

Roadless Rule via Alternative 1 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Management of 

Inventoried Roadless Areas within the Tongass National Forest, no action.  

 

Unless this forest is safe-guarded, Skagway and other Southeast communities could face negative 

impacts on our most important economy as well as possible detrimental impacts to this area’s 

ecosystem. 

 

 

Sincerely SDC Board of Directors, 

 

 

Tim Bourcy- President 

Cori Giacomazzi- Vice-president 

Julene Brown- Secretary 

Bruce Schindler- Treasurer 

Michelle Pierce- Member-at-large 

 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Corr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I work as a wildland firefighter in Alaska so I understand logging's role for local economies as well as the 
ecological impact it has. There are an unbelievably high number of areas in the lower 48 that need to be logged 
for fuels reduction but this area is certainly not within that justification. Instinctually I would think that logging in 
the Tongass would make it more susceptible to burning with tightly packed regrowth. It also competes in the 
market with other places that need to be logged for the ecological health of the area. 
 
The forest service's multiple use mandate requires the attempt to satisfy different stakeholders. The current 
roadless condition is fantastic for satisfying wilderness values. Much of the rest of USFS land is carved up and 
littered with roads. This area is unique for its lack of roads. 
 
Additionally this area is a carbon sink. In the age of climate change, this economic gain doesn't justify the 
greater affect on the atmosphere and the severe world weather conditions. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Corr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Corr and I live in Springdale,Utah. 
Dear Forest Service Director, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Corr 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Corr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Purdue, 
 
Please save the Thongas for future generations. Do not allow more logging roads or logging in this precious 
area that sustains salmon runs and an active tourist industry. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Friend 
Last name: corrado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Friend corrado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hana 
Last name: correa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hana correa and I live in La Quinta, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hana correa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: abigail 
Last name: correia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is abigail correia and I live in Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, abigail correia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carmen 
Last name: Correia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want Alternative 1 to be chosen, keeping all of Alaska under the Roadless Rule, and preserving the Tongass 
National Forest. Thank you! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gilbert 
Last name: Correia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gilbert Correia and I live in Fall River, Massachusetts. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gilbert Correia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Correll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carolyn Correll 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Correll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Correll 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Correll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Correll 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Corrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Corrie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ellen Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Helen Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Corrigan and I live in Brookfield, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Corrigan and I live in Bothell, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Theresa Corrigan and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Theresa Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Theresa Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Theresa Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Corrigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Theresa Corrigan and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Theresa Corrigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Corris 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joshua Corris and I live in Red Bank, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joshua Corris 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronit 
Last name: Corry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronit Corry and I live in Santa Barbara, California. 
 
 
We need clean air!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ronit Corry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronit 
Last name: Corry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
 
Please do not approve the sweeping changes the administration is promoting. This would remove the Tongass 
National Forest from roadless protections. 
 
Please select the "No Action" alternative! 
 
We need the Tongass National Forest as an old growth forest. The animals need it and it helps the 
environment in general. This is essential to our healthy survival on this planet. It also means a lot to the native 
people of Alaska. 
 
Do not allow logging and roads in this pristine environment. This will affect so much of our treasured nature. 
 
I do not believe that the exemption would have only minimal enviornmental impact. 
 
Please save the Tangass National Forest selecting Alternative 1, the "no-action" alternative! 
 
Thank you, 
 
Ronit Corry 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: scott 
Last name: corsaut 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is scott corsaut and I live in Placitas, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, scott corsaut 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Corsaut-Brosz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Corsaut-Brosz and I live in Orangevale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Corsaut-Brosz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregg 
Last name: Corsetti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JILL 
Last name: CORSIGLIA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JILL CORSIGLIA and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
Our environment matters! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JILL CORSIGLIA 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dominic 
Last name: Corsini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Corso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The landscape of this state, this country, and planet is already changing rapidly enough without adding insult to 
injury. The impacts of climate change are both obvious and empirically validated here in Alaska. The Roadless 
Rule AS IT IS will serve to protect the abundant land and sea resources of Southeast Alaska, the cultural 
traditions of people who have lived here since time Immemorial, and even the rest of us freeloading oxygen-
breathers. It is an effing audacious proposal to suggest anything other than Alternative if we value this world at 
all. Please don't let this be your legacy. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Corso 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3482 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Corso 
 
Tacoma, WA 90403 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Corson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Craig Corson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janis 
Last name: cortazzo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.The current potus only values actual money, power, 
&amp; greed.  He has probably never walked in the woods for miles.  What a shameful view of life &amp; 
worth.  
Regards, Janis cortazzo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cortelyou 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Cortelyou 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Uta 
Last name: Cortimilia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Uta Cortimilia and I live in Fort Payne, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Uta Cortimilia 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Corum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3580 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Caroline Corum 
 
Arlington, VA 22203 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Corum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3580 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Caroline Corum 
Arlington, VA 22203 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: de 
Last name: corum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is de corum and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, de corum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Corum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gwenna 
Last name: Corvez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5777 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Our family hikes everywhere aroung Juneau and I kayak all around Southeast AK. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Corvino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Corvino and I live in South Weymouth, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Corvino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Corwin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Corwin and I live in Santa Monica, California. 
 
 
Stop destroying the earth. Greedy assholes. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Corwin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Cory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kyle Cory and I live in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kyle Cory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gabriel 
Last name: Corza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gabriel Corza and I live in Morton Grove, Illinois. 
 
Let us stop being the real pigs we are and start being more like the four legged ones who do not trash, destroy 
and pollute everywhere like we do...Please??? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gabriel Corza 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cosby and I live in Marathon, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Cosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Cosenitno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Cosenitno and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Cosenitno 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cosgriff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Cosgriff and I live in Lakewood, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Cosgriff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Cosgro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC110 
 
Please choose no-action on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. My job in eco-tourism relies on in-tack health 
forests. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryen 
Last name: Cosgro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1039 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Cosgrove 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Cosgrove and I live in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
NO LOOPHOLES!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Cosgrove 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dominic 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am opposed to the opening of Tongass National Forest to the timber industry or making the land accessible to 
any industry other than fishing and tourism. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Costa and I live in Warwick, Rhode Island. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lynn Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynn Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mardene 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mardene Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mike Costa and I live in Prescott, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mike Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peyton 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peyton Costa and I live in Chattanooga, TN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I work in Wrangell St Elias and cant believe the beauty of the Alaskan landscape and how it has nourished my 
soul. Cant imagine a greater shame and insult than to clear cut in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, its status as a national 
and global treasure, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it 
contains, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rose Costa and I live in Saint Aug Beach, Florida. 
 
 
Please stop ravaging the land. Wildlife have no where to go! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rose Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Costa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Costa and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Costa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Costamagna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Costamagna and I live in Medford, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Costamagna 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Costantini 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Costantini 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Binnie 
Last name: Costantino 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Binnie Costantino and I live in Millsap, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Binnie Costantino 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Costanzo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Costanzo and I live in Warwick, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Costanzo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Costas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Costas and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Costas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Meagan 
Last name: Costea 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Meagan Costea 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beverley 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beverley Costello and I live in Glen Cove, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Beverley Costello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Costello and I live in Bodega, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Costello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC939 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leo 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leo Costello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leo 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Leo Costello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Costello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charley-Anne 
Last name: Costelloe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charley-anne Costelloe and I live in Klamath Falls, OR. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the 
Tongass National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Having friends from this area as well as being a short term resident. Honestly it doesnt matter if I live there or 
not this place DESERVES respect from the entire world. This outrages me that some people just dont see the 
value of our wildlife and land. Greatly appreciate you all for standing up and fighting. I also wish to spread 
awareness about the evils of the industries that try to rob our planet of life. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports its status as America's best 
natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating 
climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Costigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Costigan and I live in Norwood, Massachusetts. 
 
 
The amount of air pollution and deaths associated with it have been skyrocketing. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Costigan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cheryl 
Last name: Costigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheryl Costigan and I live in Spirit Lake, Idaho. 
 
As carbon dioxide levels rise to a degree never before seen in humanitys existence, Climate Crisis is THE 
existential issue of our time. Old growth forests such as those found in the Tongass do an excellent job of 
capturing carbon dioxide (carbon sequestration). They are, however, increasingly rare and warrant 
preservation. 
 
Act for people , act for planet. Protect the Tongass. Its the right thing to do. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cheryl Costigan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Costoff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sue Costoff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:25:17 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Costolo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elaine Costolo 
Picayune, MS 39466 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Costolo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Costolo and I live in Picayune, Mississippi. 
 
 
We need to know what substances we are being exposed to, especially for the sake of our children. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elaine Costolo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Coston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charles Coston and I live in Sunnyvale, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Charles Coston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cota 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cota and I live in Grand Junction, Colorado. 
 
 
Leave the trees alone! Grow hemp! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Cota 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Cotchen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Cotchen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3594 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Adam Cotchen 
Johnstown, PA 15904 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Cotchen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3594 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Adam Cotchen 
 
Johnstown, PA 15904 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: diane 
Last name: cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, diane cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: DON 
Last name: COTE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is DON COTE and I live in Geneva, Illinois. 
 
I am confused-I thought your job was to protect our forests not sell out to the highest bidder. Since when do 
you turn your back on Americans who do not want our forests and National Parks commercialized! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, DON COTE 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC532 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am a visitor of Sitka, and I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am 
exploring and learning about the natural habitat of the area and how important it is to the visitor industry, 
commercial fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, it is widely apparent that Kruzof Island is heavily utilized by visitors and local 
residents alike. Allen Marine boats and small cruise ships pass by the lush shores of the island to watch the 
fantastic marine animals that frolic in the rich coastal waters, sharing the oceans with many independent fishing 
guides that lead daily trips to catch the king and coho salmon that are sustained by the prolific feed found off 
the coast. The beautiful landscape, abundant wildlife, and intact forests throughout the Tongass National 
Forest are an important part of why I chose to visit Southeast Alaska; these vistas are fast disappearing in the 
continental United States. 
 
Kruzof Island is currently protected from old-growth clearcut logging under the 2001 Roadless Rule. *It is 
important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] This intact temperate rainforest is a sight unique to Southeast 
Alaska; such lush and varied flora and fauna are rare in other corners of the world. 
 
I want to see Kruzof Island and the Tongass National Forest protected because: 
 
The stunning scenery, the exquisit wildlife, the pristine ocean and all the lovely trails 
 
*I do not want to see the Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass.* [text bolded for 
emphasis] Please keep this national and global treasure of a rainforest intact for generations yet to come. 
 
Sincerely, Edward Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katherine Cote and I live in Milford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Truly wild forests matter!  Keep your hand off, please. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katherine Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Cote and I live in Floral Park, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Cote 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Tim Cote 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Cothalis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elena Cothalis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Coti 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5600 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Cotler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Cotler and I live in Sweetwater, Tennessee. 
 
This forest is VITAL in regulating our climate &amp;amp; home to hundreds of animals. Please preserve 
Tongass. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Christine Cotler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Cotoia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cotten 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Cotten and I live in Mobile, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Cotten 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: joyce 
Last name: cotter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is joyce cotter and I live in Decatur, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, joyce cotter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cotter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cotter and I live in Avondale, Pennsylvania. 
 
Please have the courage to do what is right for the future health and well being of our people, our nation, and 
our world. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Cotter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/1/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Cotterall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep it "roadless" 
 
Please do not open the Tongess to roads. 
 
We have so few of these places left on the Earth. 
 
Thank You, 
 
Kate Cotterall 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Cotterell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Cotterell and I live in New York, New York. 
 
If you don't care about your children, surely you care about yourself. Dying in pain from cancer should motivate 
you! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Karen Cotterell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Cotterell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Cotterell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JEFF 
Last name: COTTERMAN 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We say "NO" to more logging in the Tongass 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
 
 
A definite NO to logging in the Tongass, and a definite Yes, to saving 
 
the Alexander Archipelago wolves. The are among Our Lord's 'All 
 
Creatures Great and small'. 
 
To do otherwise would be barbaric. 
 
Ms Lu Cotter 
 
Tumut 
 
New South Wales 
 
Australia 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Cottingham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Cottingham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cottingham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cottle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Cottle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cottle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mary Cottle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Connie Cotton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Cotton and I live in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
 
Preserving life on earth should take precedence over profits on our endangered planet. Continued protection of 
the Tongass National Forest will insure not only a protected habitat for wildlife, but maintain a viable economic 
support for those peoples who depend upon it for their livlihood and culture. Visitors from around the world 
travel to this pristine destination for recreation. For once, please think of the long term and choose the path of 
least harm instead of one benefiting only corporate polluters. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Connie Cotton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Cotton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3746 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gary Cotton 
 
Lawrenceburg, TN 38464 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Cotton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Cotton and I live in Red Oak, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Cotton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Cottrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I believe we should be allowed to build roads in the Tongas National Forest. 
 
The road are needed to develop the resources available from the forest. 
 
The Forest Service should be allowed to build roads. 
 
Thank you for the consideration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: theresa 
Last name: Cottrell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, theresa Cottrell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Cottrill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angela Cottrill and I live in [@advCity], Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angela Cottrill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Cotts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I understand that some are proposing to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule to allow 
the construction of roads in its roadless areas. This seems to be a very bad idea because of what will follow if 
you allow this. I traveled on the ferry from Bellingham, Washington up to Skagway, Alaska and the clear cutting 
areas on the islands along the inland passage were shocking and devastating. The erosion and the destruction 
of forests and wildlife habitat caused permanent damage. 
 
 
 
Please, choose the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE on the Alaska Roadless Rule draft proposal. Do not allow 
roads to be built in the Tongass National Forest. As the climate warms (whether caused by man or not) it is 
supremely important that we keep as much forest intact as possible. In addition the Tongass provides 
unparalleled habitat for hundreds of species of plants and animals. 
 
 
 
Please, do not allow roads into the Roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Thanks you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgia 
Last name: Couch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Georgia Couch and I live in Greenville, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Georgia Couch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Couch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Couch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Couch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Couch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Couch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sandra Couch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jordan 
Last name: Coughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Coughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rev. 
Last name: Coughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rev. Coughlin and I live in Eagleville, Pennsylvania. 
 
Let us stop in our tracks now and prevent irreparable damage before it's too late. Leave Bears Ears protected. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Rev. Coughlin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Coughlin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sean Coughlin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Coulombe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Coulombe and I live in Pisgah, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Coulombe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: coulson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara coulson and I live in Marshall, North Carolina. 
 
 
I am opposed to destroying any more of our forests just to harvest timber 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara coulson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Coulson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave this valuable resource untouched. We have destroyed enough of the temperate rain forest 
already and the economics do not justify further harvesting. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elyse 
Last name: Coulson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elyse Coulson and I live in Winter Park, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elyse Coulson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Coulter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC871 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Huxley 
Last name: Coulter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Huxley Coulter and I live in Brevard, North Carolina. 
 
National forests are not for COMMERCIAL logging. Please revisit your understanding of the importance of 
scientifically-based healthy forests. Human existence is directly tied to forest health. You have a unique 
opportunity to contribute to humanity's wellbeing. Make the right choice, say no to commercial logging in the 
Tsongass National Forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Huxley Coulter 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michel 
Last name: Council 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
CIECP & PHASE Comments to USDA Forest Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Alternatives to 
a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments of Council on Intelligent Energy and Conservation Policy (CIECP) and Promoting Health and 
Sustainable Energy (PHASE) 
 
 
 
Re: USDA Forest Service Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule 
 
 
 
Via email to: akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
 
 
Dear Department of Agriculture: 
 
 
 
We strongly support Alternative 1 of the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, to wit, for the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) to take no action and leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. Beyond that, we urge the USDA to favor the more protective other alternatives. All 
key watersheds and the Tongas National Forest should be protected to the utmost extent possible from road 
construction and logging activity. The Tongass is a critical sink for atmospheric carbon and one of America's 
greatest natural treasures. 
 
 
 
Placing the governmental imprimatur of any level of destruction and despoliation of one of our - and the world's 
- last truly pristine areas would be reprehensible. 
 
 
 
The world is losing biodiversity at a rate seen only during mass extinctions. All indicators paint the same picture 
of severe declines, unprecedented ecosystems destruction, a growing threat to our freshwater and marine 
habitats, and fragmentation of natural systems detrimentally affecting species' food availability or reproductive 
performance. (Barrett) 
 
 
 
Intact (not fragmented or degraded) ecosystems provide a multitude of crucial services. 
 
 
 



Wild areas are the only places that contain mixes of species at near-natural levels of abundance. They are the 
only areas supporting the ecological processes that sustain biodiversity over evolutionary timescales. As such, 
they are important reservoirs of genetic information. "Moreover, models based on geography, rainfall, degree of 
deforestation and so on are starting to reveal the degree to which wilderness areas regulate the climate and 
water cycles - locally, regionally and globally. Such areas also provide a buffer against extreme weather and 
geological events." (Watson) 
 
 
 
"Wild places are facing the same extinction crisis as species. Similarly to species extinction, the erosion of the 
wilderness is essentially irreversible. Research has shown that the first impacts of industry on wilderness areas 
are the most damaging. And once it has been eroded, an intact ecosystem and its many values can never be 
fully restored." (Watson) 
 
 
 
In addition, allowing more roadway intrusion and logging activity in Alaskan wilderness areas will contribute to 
the risk of wildfires, a risk that the US Forest service is, no doubt, well aware is dramatically increasing. As 
stated in the Climate Science Special Report issued as part of the Fourth National Climate Assessment: "[T]he 
incidence of large forest fires in the western United States and Alaska has increased since the early 1980s and 
is projected to further increase in those regions as the climate warms, with profound changes to certain 
ecosystems." (Fourth National Climate Assessment) 
 
 
 
Our planet is already under siege. Please be true to your mission and provide leadership on natural resources 
based on sound public policy and the best available science. Please protect Alaska for our generation and the 
generations of Americans to come. 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted 
 
 
 
Council on Intelligent Energy and Conservation Policy 
 
Promoting Health and Sustainable Energy 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Council 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rita Council and I live in Streamwood, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rita Council 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: thyme 
Last name: council 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, thyme council 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jesse 
Last name: Counterman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jesse Counterman and I live in Sioux City, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jesse Counterman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Countryman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Timothy Countryman and I live in Orwell, Ohio. 
 
 
Our Forests need to be left Wild Not timbered out, leave it Alone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Timothy Countryman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Countryman-Mills 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gayle Countryman-Mills and I live in Rockville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gayle Countryman-Mills 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Coupe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Coupe and I live in Wilmington, Delaware. 
 
 
Please protect our forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Coupe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cournoyer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest.  
I spent a full summer volunteering in the Tongass as a young adult, and I support the environmental integrity of 
this region. 
Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the 
Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply 
cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Cournoyer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheri 
Last name: Coursey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cheri Coursey and I live in Eugene, Oregon. 
 
 
Alaska is so beautiful and rugged. Please dont let greed change that. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cheri Coursey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jf 
Last name: court 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jf court and I live in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jf court 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1286 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Courtain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC941 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lee 
Last name: Courtemanche 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lee Courtemanche 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Courtice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Courtice and I live in Anacortes, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Courtice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 11:47:57 AM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Courtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy Courtis and I live in Bellingham, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
We lived 14 years in Alaska and still feel an affinity for all its beauty and wilderness. It should be a top priority 
for politicians to protect our environment. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenda Courtney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dan Courtney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Davis 
Last name: Courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support 'No Action' alternative: Conserve the Roadless Rule in Alaska 
 
Dear Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
As someone that has spent the money to travel to, and fish the Tongass, four times, I can say first hand that 
keeping the region roadless is of paramount importance. The mismanaged financial and sustainability practices 
that would be required to open and maintain the Tongass are borderline criminal. Benefit virtually no one, while 
costing upwards of a billion dollars, or virtually no cost to benefit millions, seems like pretty straightforward 
math. I urge you to consider the impact of this on the majority of those that would benefit from the Roadless 
Rule, as opposed to just the timber lobby. It is in all of our best interests. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Courtney Davis 
 
Ottsville, PA 18942 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: delton 
Last name: courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, delton courtney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: delton 
Last name: courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, delton courtney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hilloah 
Last name: Courtney 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC553 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island, near Baranof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring 
and learning about the natural habitat of this area that is so special to residents of Sitka like me. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. This 
island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
Kruzof is prolific and peaceful. We are incredibly lucky to have such a place to work and play so close to town, 
and many of us visit Kruzof often. I value Kruzof island because: 
 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
Sincerely, Hilloah Courtney 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1103 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1148 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Courtright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1407 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Courts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ian Courts and I live in Evergreen, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ian Courts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Courts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Courts and I live in La Grange, Illinois. 
 
 
Trump: Leave our pristine public lands protected! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Courts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyric 
Last name: Courtwright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lyric Courtwright 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyric 
Last name: Courtwright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lyric Courtwright 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyric 
Last name: Courtwright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lyric Courtwright 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Couse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lindsay Couse and I live in Gloucester, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Stop this madness immediately!  Tongass is a national treasure.  Do not touch it!  Lindsay Crouse 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lindsay Couse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Cousineau 
Organization: None 
Title:  
Comments: 
Considering the horrific effects of de-forestation on climate change this proposal does not make rational sense. 
Scientific facts and evidence provided in 2019 by the government's top scientific experts state that the world's 
forest are vital to the habitability of earth. Without this protection the future of mankind is doomed. Short term 
profit over scientific evidence does not make for an investment into saving the planet therefore I respectfully 
submit my opinion that the Tongass remain roadless and unlogged as a natural safety zone. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Coutinho 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gregory Coutinho and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
I strongly echo the following letter: 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gregory Coutinho 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Couture 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Couture and I live in Rochester, New Hampshire. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Couture 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michael 
Last name: couture 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michael couture and I live in Enfield, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, michael couture 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Couture 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Burl 
Last name: Covan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Burl Covan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Burl 
Last name: Covan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Burl Covan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Covelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Covelli and I live in Tinley Park, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbara Covelli 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lena 
Last name: Covello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lena Covello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Covello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sue Covello and I live in Kearneysville, West Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sue Covello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Covert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC170 
 
Dear Forestry Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule, issued by the Forest Service in 2001, protects the largest carbon sequestration forest in 
the US, The Tongass National Forest. The forest is also habitat to hundreds of species of animals and trees. 
Since forestry is a very small part of the economy in this part of Alaska, the only excuse for cutting anything in 
this forest is greed. 
 
Ata time when climate change and carbon sequestration are front and center in the minds and hearts of the 
majority of Americans, it seems crazy to allow a single tree in the Tongass to be cut down for some wealthy 
person(s) to make money at the expense of both the animals that live there and the longer term concerns about 
the climate. 
 
When scientists say that over a million species will go extinct in the next 20 years, any habitat that supports 
animals should be maintained pristine. 
 
Furthermore, the roadless policy helps resolve some of the challenges facing our national forests: reducing the 
taxpayer burden for road maintenance; limiting the damage to watersheds and habitat caused by vehicle traffic 
and construction; and safeguarding mid-elevation landscapes, which are often vulnerable to development. 
 
Finally, in addition to the benefits cited above, roadless areas in national forests are major economic drivers for 
rural communities, drawing hunters, anglers, hikers, mountain bikers, and others seeking the increasingly 
scarce solitude and quietude that these vast, undisturbed places offer. With more than half of all national 
forests already open to logging, roads, and other industrial operations, the roadless rule helps ensure that most 
of the rest of these pristine wild lands stay as they are. 
 
I oppose ANY logging or roads built into the Tongass National Forest and support Alternative 1, no change to 
the current roadless rule. 
 
Thank you for your time and attention, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Christine Covert 
 
Warren, ME 04864 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carroll 
Last name: Covey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carroll Covey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Covey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Covey and I live in Hawthorne, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Covey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Covey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tim Covey and I live in Ventura, California. 
 
 
There needs to be places on earth that we don't destroy. Please leave this area alone. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tim Covey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Coviello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Coviello and I live in Clinton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Alaska is such a beautiful place; keep it that way! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Coviello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wayne 
Last name: Covill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No more logging in the Tongass National Forest, please! Conservation is the "wise use" of natural resources. I 
do not believe this would be a wise use; the potential negative impact of more logging in this area will outweigh 
the benefits. Qui bono?! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Covington 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Covington and I live in Tacoma, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana Covington 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lainie 
Last name: Covington 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lainie Covington 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Covitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Covitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:31:12 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Cowan 
Burke, VA 22015 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christina Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Diana Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Cowan and I live in Silver Spring, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emery 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to oppose the Forest Services proposal to repeal the Roadless Rule on the Tongass National 
Forest. Repealing the roadless rule on the Tongass sets a precedent that states should be able to weaken 
protections on national forests that belong to all Americans and provide crucial ecosystem services that we all 
depend on. As a member of the American public, I do not support this. The Tongass encompasses the worlds 
largest expanse of intact temperate rainforest and it would be fragmented, disturbed and permanently altered 
by the construction of roads, logging and other human activities that would follow. The forests crucial role in 
providing habitat connectivity, watershed services, fish habitat, carbon sequestration and more would be 
irreversibly damaged if roads were allowed to be spliced through this landscape and logging would be allowed. 
According to Andrew Thoms, executive director of the local environmental group Sitka Conservation Society, 
the timber that hasnt been logged on the Tongass already is in really ecologically sensitive areas that are 
important for salmon production and areas that are important for the people who live here. The Forest Service 
should live up to its mandate of multiple use and recognize that there has been intensive logging in large parts 
of the Tongass, so other areas need to be protected for other uses and services. I acknowledge that the 
Roadless Rule puts an economic burden on some extractive industries in southeast Alaska. But the damage 
that could be done via logging, energy development, road building and other activities would not only 
permanently alter this ecosystem, but it would harm other Alaskans whose living depends on the forest being in 
a pristine state. Those include Alaskans who depend on fisheries in and near the Tongass, Alaskans who 
depend on the watershed services provided by these old growth forests and the local tourism and recreation 
economies that depend on a healthy forest ecosystem. According to an Aug. 27, 2019 article in the Washington 
Post, the timber industry makes up less than 1 percent of jobs in southeastern Alaska while seafood processing 
makes up 8 percent and tourism makes up 17 percent. A Dec. 7, 2018 article in the Revelator also found that 
timber revenues are just a fraction of what the Forest Service must spend on road maintenance and 
construction each year. Allowing for more roads to be carved through this rare, sensitive forest is not only 
ecologically destructive, it is financially irresponsible for local communities and for taxpayers. Sen. Murkowski 
points to other forms of land protections on the Tongass such as national monument designations that would 
continue to prevent development/road construction on most of the forest currently covered by the roadless rule. 
However, we have seen that national monument designations can be reversed at a presidents whim and are 
not a reliable form of protection for such a unique, valuable forest. I live within the Coconino National Forest in 
Arizona and I have seen the problematic legacy created by forest roads. Decades of poor road maintenance 
has resulted in road and waterway erosion and sedimentation now affecting local water supplies. In fact, the 
forest is now having to dedicate money and resources to closing roads because they have become such a 
liability. Given the underfunded state of the U.S. Forest Service, roads that would be built in the Tongass would 
inevitably face the same fate as what we are experiencing on the Coconino. There will be damaging erosion, 
sedimentation and widening, all of which will magnify the impact of these roads. The Forest Service has a 
deferred maintenance backlog of more than $5.2 billion and an infrastructure and maintenance budget of just 
$449 million. Why is the Forest Service proposing to build more roads when it cannot keep up with what it 
already has on its books? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Keith Cowan and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Keith Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Mr. Ken Tu and USDA Forest Service: 
 
 
 
I am writing to encourage you to choose the "no action" alternative for the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
I'm writing for myself and for my grandchildren. My recommendation is based on my review of the materials on 
your web site including the Federal Register and the EIS and my experiences living in and exploring the 
Tongass for almost forty years. I appreciate your providing the materials and inviting and considering public 
comment in making this decision on the future of Alaska and our nation's forests. 
 
 
 
I realize that those in the logging industry would like to have the government support increased opportunities 
for logging jobs and industry expansion. I know the USDA Forest Service has a history of using federal funds to 
support the forest industry in Alaska and throughout the nation. I understand that the Roadless Rule decreased 
the availability of old-growth timber to logging. At this time in Southeast Alaska and the nation, I urge you to 
protect old-growth forests, not facilitate their destruction. The Tongass is an immense forest, but over half of 
the old-growth forest has already been logged, please prioritize protection of the remaining old-growth forest for 
Alaska, the Pacific Northwest and the nation. 
 
 
 
It is a positive situation that the Roadless Rule helps protect the largest stands of old-growth forests in the 
temperate rainforest of North America. Old-growth forests are not only an asset to subsistence activities, 
hunting, sport and commercial fishing, tourism and appreciation of the natural world, they are a state and 
national asset. The nation needs the Tongass as a carbon reservoir. Alaska needs the Tongass to sustain our 
salmon as southeast Alaska warms and fisheries management is more challenged. People from all over the 
world come to enjoy our beautiful forests and the natural systems they support. 
 
 
 
Please choose the "no action" alternative for the Roadless Rule in Alaska. Please prioritize enhancing the 
natural assets of our forest systems in management decisions now and in the future. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Margaret Cowan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4924 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Illegible] [illegible] contact us SSRA! 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Cowan and I live in Salt Lake City, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Cowan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Scott Cowan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rende 
Last name: Coward 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rende Coward 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Cowden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne Cowden 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Cowden 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheila Cowden and I live in Scottsdale, Arizona. 
 
The Roadless Rule, which was implemented in 2001, is one of the most popular conservation measures of the 
last century. It prevents clearcutting in about 56 million acres of national forestland across the country, 
protecting vital species habitat and resources. Stop putting corporate profits above the public interest and 
protect our national forests, our air, and our water for future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sheila Cowden 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Cowdrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeff Cowdrey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Cowee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 10:04:40 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cowen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the world's largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 
"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation in the United States. 
 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world's entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to reducing 
emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule.  
 
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  
 
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anna Cowen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Cowen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anna Cowen and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anna Cowen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Cowen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep it roadless Preserve this fragile ecosystem 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cowger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cowger and I live in Wheeling, Illinois. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Cowger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katie 
Last name: Cowgill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6246 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Cowgill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cowitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jennifer Cowitz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clayton 
Last name: Cowles 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clayton Cowles and I live in Irondequoit, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Clayton Cowles 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Cowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Don Cowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Cowling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Cowling and I live in Oshkosh, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy Cowling 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: cowman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3670 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
john cowman 
 
Ann Arbor, MI 48103 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: cowman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3670 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
john cowman 
Ann Arbor, MI 48103 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tanya 
Last name: Cowperthwaite 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tanya Cowperthwaite and I live in Alexandria, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tanya Cowperthwaite 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alyssa 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alyssa Cox and I live in [@advCity], Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alyssa Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC469 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Anne Cox. 4 mouths Ketchikan, 8 mos WA. State 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
NO Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
keeps land open to enjoy, hike, protects wildlife 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Audubon priority areas, N. Prince of Wales, Tenakee Inlet, allsalmon watersheds 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
recreation 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
conservation, trails, cabins, watershed restoration 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 



*Must* [text double underlined for emphasis] care for forest as earth gets hotter conservation is our biggest 
hope! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne Cox 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brad 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brad Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bradley 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello. 
 
 
 
I am writing to you today in opposition to the Tongass National Forest exemption from the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
The Roadless Rule has protected the Tongass for decades and ensures the old growth timber reserves located 
in the forest continue to provide a haven for a wealth of wildlife and resources for the indigenous people that 
call the areas surrounding the Tongass home. In addition, the 17 million acres of forested land capture around 
8% of the CO2 stored in US National Forests which is not a small amount. Logging the area will systematically 
release large quantities of carbon into the atmosphere increasing greenhouse global warming. 
 
 
 
Please oppose the removal of the Roadless Rule as it currently applies to the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 9:46:56 AM 
First name: Brianna 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brianna Cox and I live in Christiansburg, VA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
The Tongass Natural Forest is a beautiful old growth forest. It is a home to lots of biodiversity, and it is an 
important ecosystem. Not only that, but the indigenous people who live there depend on it for their way of life. 
We must preserve it at all costs, and protect it from corporate greed. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hey Dude! Save our wilderness! 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Chris Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska's Tongass National Forest, the Amazon of America. 
 
Dear USDA, 
 
I'm writing to inform you that I am not in favor of opening Alaska's Tongass National Forest to additional 
logging. I make my living in wild remote locations throughout the west, including Alaska. My ability to earn a 
living will be dramatically effected if we loose the wild, natural forest that is the Tongass. 
 
I would be grateful for the USDA scrap the plans to open the Tongass. Thank you for your time. 
 
Best wishes, Dan 
 
Daniel J. Cox 
 
Natural Exposures, Inc 
 
Blog/Corkboard 
 
Facebook 
 
Google&#43; 
 
LinkedIn 
 
Pinterest 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donald Cox and I live in Pacifica, California. 
 
 
I would like to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donald Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Cox and I live in Rochester, New York. 
 
 
Long-lasting harm to "others" for the sake of increased wealth to the already wealthy is not the right path to 
take. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ian Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3355 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Cox 
 
Portland, OR 97219 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
Roadless Rulemaking, 
 
RE: Alaska Roadless DEIS Comment 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current 
protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. Notably, in the Tongass, logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require exorbitant and 
unnecessary taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Janet Cox 
 
Oakland, California 94611 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeniffer 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We should be planting trees and protecting forests, not increasing logging and erosion. Please do not open this 
pristine wilderness to the scars of commercial logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Cox and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joe Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cox and I live in Natick, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joseph Cox and I live in Reno, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joseph Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lanie 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lanie Cox and I live in Spokane, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lanie Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:51:47 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Cox 
Knoxville, TN 37917 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC509 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Linda Cox, Seattle, WA. 
 
I am traveling through the area and appreciate this area. I know the fisheries are not doing as well as years 
before because of habitat loss + overfishing. Some forests need to be untouched + roadless. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
I know some forests need to be protected as a large in tact system of fisheries, water quality, etc Once roads 
are put in, easier to log. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Camping, hiking, mushroom harvesting 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Leave large tracts untouched. Have a overall watershed plan. Sensitive areas left alone 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 



 
Sincerely, 
 
Linda Cox 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Cox and I live in Lewisville, Texas. 
 
 
We need to stop poisoning our planet and ourselves. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 7:56:13 AM 
First name: Lora 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lora Cox and I live in Lake Forest Park, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I care about the future of humans. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorena 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorena Cox and I live in Irvine, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorena Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Midi 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Midi Cox and I live in Honolulu, Hawaii. 
 
 
Your job is to protect people not industry. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Midi Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Philip 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Philip Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Cox and I live in Decatur, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rachel Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rita 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rita Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robbie 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robbie Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ronald Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Cox and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Cox and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Cox and I live in Ohio. After seeing what is happening in the Amazon it is very clear that our 
trees are precious. We cannot be irresponsible like they are and cut down any trees here in the United States. 
Stop this insanity! 
 
This is a no brainer...we should know what is in our air and water. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Cox 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Cox and I live in Kirkland, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Cox 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Cox 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Cox M.D. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC219 
 
Oct 28, 2019 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
I am writing to urge you to select Alternative One - no action. Keep the national roadless rule intact for the 
Tongass! 
 
The Forest Service has been losing tens of millions of dollars a year subsidizing timber harvesting in the 
Tongass. This is the taxpayer's money + needs to stop! 
 
The future of the Tongass lies in the small-scale, local, sustainable + value-added timber harvesting of second-
growth forest. Thank you for your concern. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
William M Cox MD 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Coy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3791 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Coy 
 
Lake City, CO 81235 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Coy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3791 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
John Coy 
Lake City, CO 81235 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Coyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Coyle and I live in Unm, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Coyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nora 
Last name: Coyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nora Coyle and I live in Anaheim, California. 
 
 
We are entrusted to care for our planet , not destroy it 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nora Coyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: nora 
Last name: coyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, nora coyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Coyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please DO NOT open logging in the Tongass National Forest. It is appalling that you would use junk science to 
justify the culling of 1,000 year old trees. Please protect this vital natural resource!!! 
 
Richard P. CoyleHickory, NC 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Coyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Coyne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Coyne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6081 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Coyne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Coyne and I live in Albany, California. 
 
 
Save the Tongass National forest 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Maureen Coyne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Coyne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Coyne and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Coyne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Coyner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ann 
Last name: coz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ann coz and I live in Forest Hills, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ann coz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: marie 
Last name: coz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marie coz and I live in Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, marie coz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: laurrie 
Last name: cozza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is laurrie cozza and I live in Stony Point, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, laurrie cozza 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Crabill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phillip Crabill and I live in Oak Point, Texas. 
 
 
If we do NOT control global warming, future generations will be doomed!!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phillip Crabill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Crabill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies!!!!  
Regards, Phillip Crabill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Crabill 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Phillip Crabill and I live in Oak Point, Texas. 
 
 
If we do NOT control global warming, future generations will be doomed!!!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Phillip Crabill 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Addie 
Last name: Crabtree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6048 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Crabtree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Crabtree and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Crabtree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Crabtree 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Crabtree and I live in Syracuse, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Crabtree 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clara 
Last name: Cracchiolo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Clara Cracchiolo and I live in Manalapan Township, New Jersey. 
 
The time is now to stand up for people, wildlife and the future of our planet. Our existence depends on it! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Clara Cracchiolo 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Craciun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Craciun and I live in Thonotosassa, Florida. 
 
 
Profit Over Protection ; This is NOT Responsible Environmental Stewardship ! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Craciun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Craciun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Craciun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Craciun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Craciun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Craciun 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, George Craciun 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: RB 
Last name: Craddock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Craft 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Craft 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Craft 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robin Craft 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Craft 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Craft and I live in Plain City, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robin Craft 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Craig and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Anne Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our old forest trees must be protected from logging. Our natural resources are precious and must be 
maintained for future generations. One of our greatest Presidents, Theodore Roosevelt, said "We have fallen 
heirs to the most glorious heritage a people ever received, and each one must do his part if we wish to show 
that the nation is worthy of its good fortune." 
 
He also said, very eloquently, that "We have become great because of the lavish use of our resources. But the 
time has come to inquire seriously what will happen when our forests are gone, when the coal, the iron, the oil, 
and the gas are exhausted, when the soils have still further impoverished and washed into the streams, 
polluting the rivers, denuding the fields and obstructing navigation." 
 
We must be mindful of our limited resources. There is no "Planet B" 
 
I vehemently oppose allowing logging in these protected areas. Please, don't let it happen. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Craig and I live in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bonnie 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bonnie Craig and I live in Slippery Rock, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bonnie Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Craig and I live in Harwich, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Do not roll back the critical safeguards regarding coal ash. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cathy Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dana 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dana Craig and I live in Norwood, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dana Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dorothy Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Drew 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Drew Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emmeline 
Last name: craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emmeline craig and I live in Bolinas, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emmeline craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet Laurie Ferguson 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
December 13, 2019 
 
 
 
COMMENT ON ALASKA ROADLESS RULE 
 
 
 
I write in support of maintaining the Roadless Rule for the Tongass National Forest. I want the greatest 
protection possible for the forest. 
 
 
 
I attended the November 4, 2019 public meeting in Juneau with presentations by Forest Service personnel 
about the proposed lifting of forest protections. I oppose removing Alaska and our forest from the national 
Roadless Rule. Below are some of my reasons. 
 
 
 
As a fifty year resident of Alaska, I have witnessed the massive clearcutting in the 1980s of the Tongass 
National Forest and private forest lands. It devastated the habitat for bears, deer, other wildlife and fish. Buffer 
zones did not provide the safe space necessary for eagles' nests or stream protection; thin strips too easily 
blow down. We cannot repeat that scale or type of logging. In counterpoint to old growth harvesting, young 
growth cutting has been proposed. I do not support young growth cutting because the process disturbs the 
ground more than we can afford to sacrifice to attain board-feet goals. 
 
 
 
There is much less need for Tongass logging than 40 years ago. We no longer need to prop up two pulp mills. 
Alternatives exist for wood products: southeast United States' pine crops provide fast growing trees which can 
be quickly and easily harvested. 
 
 
 
Local Alaska communities have changed their economies to benefit from forest retention versus forest 
reduction. Tourism and fishing need protected forests. Birds and waterfowl need a protected forest. Mammals 
need a protected forest. People need a protected forest. Access to bear watching streams can be managed 
without roads while maintaining protection for the forest. Clean drinking water needs a protected forest. 
Renewable energy needs a protected roadless forest. 
 
 
 
A healthy forest is more valuable than ever now that Alaska is experiencing significant warming due to climate 
change. We need an intact Tongass for clean air, cool streams, and safe human and animal habitat. Spruce 
trees are visibly thinning due to drought, needle-drop, and potential diseases, yet they still offer the greatest 
cooling effect in summer. Sawfly infestations have impacted hemlock stands. Wildland fires now threaten the 
temperate rainforest. I never thought our cool damp climate could be subject to fire; now I fear it. 
 
 
 
I am a retired Forest Service employee. During my 14 years' service, I spoke to thousands of visitors about life 
in Southeast Alaska. Their joy was seeing glaciers and wild salmon and animals in their natural surroundings. 
People learned the value of an intact forest. We also explained how humans can use but not abuse the land 



and water. Guests who had lost their home forests were eager to experience a landscape closer to the way it 
was created. 
 
 
 
As a FS staff person for many years, one of my tasks was surveying forest users every five years as part of the 
National Visitor Use Monitoring surveys. We asked trail users a series of questions that had been prepared 
nationally. One question that always brought laughter was this: "Did you come to this area to avoid the heat?" 
No longer does this question cause humor. It is very serious because for the first time this summer I sought 
trails deep in the forest to avoid the heat. My home in Juneau is surrounded by large spruce and hemlock trees; 
it is cooler in summer because of trees. The forest moderates our climate. I would like to see how visitors 
respond this year to the heat survey question. The NVUM year began October, 2019. 
 
 
 
I have three important points regarding the public meeting I attended in November. First, I strongly disagree 
with the "Environmental Analysis Overview." It grossly underestimates the effects of eliminating roadless rule 
protection for the forest. Second, Forest Service personnel used up valuable time making an agency 
presentation. That was inconsiderate of the 300-plus citizens attending in the Elizabeth Peratrovich Hall. Third, 
citizen questions and testimony were not recorded by agency staff. This was a rude disregard of public interest. 
For future meetings, facilitate discussions more openly and engage the public, not out of fear that we might 
make staff uncomfortable, but that you honor residents whose lives you will affect. 
 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to speak in defense of the forest that supports me. 
 
 
 
Laurie Ferguson Craig 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1403 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1126 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremiah 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do NOT allow roads in National Forrest 
 
These are public lands to be shared with our descendants. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Josh 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Craig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 1:36:38 PM 
First name: Violet 
Last name: Craig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Violet Craig and I live in Sitka, Alaska. 1 year since I'm in a sitka boarding school for to take at 
MEHS for four years. This forest helps by being able to learn about the culture in sitka and other native 
cultures, also tourists to keep the community thriving, but I value it most for the beauty every year I get to see 
wild life. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I 
find in nature, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester 
carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, economic 
livelihood, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Im in for no action 
because there needs to be information to be learned still.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: craigen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is June craigen and I live in Ashby, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Please dont destroy our forests. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, June craigen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lance 
Last name: Craighead 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
no action alternative 
 
In October, the U.S. Dept. of Agriculture issued their preferred alternative on the Draft Alaska-Specific 
Roadless Rule: a full exemption of the Rule, which removes protections for 9.3 million roadless acres on 
Alaska's Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
This action opens pristine roadless areas of our largest national forest (an old-growth temperate rain forest) to 
logging and road development. 
 
 
 
Not only does this threaten habitat for wildlife including grizzly bears, moose, and salmon, it also sets a bad 
precedent that could open up roadless areas in wild forests across the nation. 
 
 
 
The Tongass forest's role in the global carbon cycle is significant-storing more carbon than any forest in the 
nation. It is the most productive carbon-trapping forest on Earth. 
 
 
 
Please take the "No Action Alternative" on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to keep Roadless Rule 
protections intact for the ?Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
 
 
Frank Lance Craighead 
 
Executive Director 
 
Craighead Institute 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Crail 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danielle Crail and I live in Lexington, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Danielle Crail 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bradford 
Last name: Crain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bradford Crain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bradford 
Last name: Crain 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bradford Crain and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Hands off the Tongass. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bradford Crain 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Cralll 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5803 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
I support the Roadless Rule. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a strong believer in the value of public lands but also understand that forest management can be a 
complex issue. The problem I have with the proposed rule is that it removes protections from more acreage 
than there is really any true interest in harvesting. This opens the door for an acceleration of loss of forested 
areas and removes the ability of the public to comment when specific areas are under consideration. 
 
While I would rather see none of the forest areas have the roadless designation removed, if local foresters 
believe it is best to have some of this area harvested, then the proposed rule should focus on that area, and 
that area only. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Cramer and I live in Antioch, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Liz Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Cramer and I live in Woodstock, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marta 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marta Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marta 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marta Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Cramer and I live in Canton, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pamela Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization: Silver Tree Forest Farm 
Title:  
Comments: 
This is foolish and misguided. Please dont allow this to happen. These trees left alive and standing are far 
more valuable than the materials provided by cutting them. Please dont be so short sighted. Enough is enough 
already. Actions like these are the epitome of short term gain for long term loss and harm. We dont need the 
wood. Literally, we do not need to do this, so lets not let it happen. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Phyllis 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Phyllis Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rhonda 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhonda Cramer and I live in Mount Vernon, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rhonda Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Cramer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Cramer and I live in Platteville, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Cramer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debbie 
Last name: Cramton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: AnaLisa 
Last name: Crandall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is AnaLisa Crandall and I live in Adkins, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, AnaLisa Crandall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 4:40:49 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Crandall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support for NO ACTION Alternative Alaska Roadless Rule (Project 54511) 
 
I am writing to support the NO ACTION alternative to leave the roadless rule unchanged in Alaska.  The best 
use of the world's largest intact temperate rainforest is to leave it relatively untouched so the Tongass can act 
as a buffer against climate change. 
  
Last year I attended an Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Process Public Scoping Meeting on 9/19/18 in Tenakee 
Springs.  After listening I felt moderately optimistic that the Forest Service was going to listen to input from 
people and communities who would be directly affected by any change to the Roadless Rule.  I assumed that 
there would be a new Roadless Rule for Alaska that would be fall someplace between the two extreme 
positions.  I assumed that it would be somewhat similar in concept to the Colorado Specific Roadless Rule.  I 
was very wrong.  A rushed year later the DEIS was released identifying the Preferred Alternative as the Full 
Exemption-Alternative 6.  I attended a second meeting in Tenakee this fall (11/5/19) where the Rulemaking 
Process, the six alternatives and the DEIS with its recommended alternative were presented.  After this 
meeting I was disappointed with the outcome and the process.  A lot of work obviously went into developing 
these six alternatives but after listening to the presentation, after reading USFS handouts and online data 
sources and after reading many articles on the topic I do not understand how the Preferred Alternative-
Complete Exemption could have been selected.    
  
Expensive roads (at tax-payer expense) will be built to access pristine forests.  Old growth trees will be clear-
cut and valuable fish/wildlife habitat will be destroyed.  These activities will increase sedimentation, hurt water 
quality, often block salmon migration and add to the miles of roads that already need maintenance or 
restoration.  Under existing regulations roads can already be built to accommodate some infrastructure needs.  
Selling our old growth trees in the round to a declining/disappearing world market will create a few short term 
jobs but are those jobs worth adversely impacting, commercial fishing, sport fishing, charter fishing, sport and 
guided hunting, ecotourism, and even large-scale tourism industries that the Southeast Alaska economy 
increasingly depends on.  Southeast is made up of many small communities of individuals who depend on the 
intact ecosystems for their livelihood and to protect their often necessary subsistence way of life. 
  
On October 15, 2018 I submitted comments to akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us and have inserted that text here.  
Other than adding a year to my residency nothing has changed.  
  
October 15, 2018 
  
RE:              Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
Keep Protections for Inventoried Roadless Areas Especially the Tongass 77 watersheds  
  
I have lived, worked and played in Southeast Alaska for 43 of the 46 years I have called Alaska my home.  I 
retired from the Department of Fish and Game after a 25 year career as a fisheries biologist.  My first job 
working for the department was doing salmon pre-emergent stream sampling work on Prince of Wales Island.  
What a privilege it was to work in the wet and wild Tongass rainforest.  My next job with the department was 
working as a habitat biologist in Ketchikan.  I worked with logging companies, other state agencies and the 
Forest Service to try to design and implement practices that would protect salmon producing streams and old 
growth forest habitats so critical to wildlife.  It is discouraging to return to areas that 43 years ago were pristine 
and productive but now are neither.  It is also frustrating to find the need to comment once again on the habitat 
values of the Tongass Rainforest especially so soon after a new Tongass Land Use Management Plan was 
finalized.  Changes in the current Roadless Rule will certainly impact and require new amendments to or 
rewrite of TLUMP.  That plan was the result of the efforts of many people and organizations to come to 
consensus.  Like any consensus it was hard fought, probably made no group 100% happy but in the end was 
widely supported.  Why then are we required to rehash essentially the same issues again?  Yet another group, 
the Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, was hastily appointed and is tasked with coming up with its 
recommendations including three alternatives in an arbitrary and very short period of time.  It seems this 
process is never ending.  



  
The current roadless rule and the Tongass Land Use Management Plan of 2016 provide a level of protection 
for watersheds (including the Tongass 77 streams and watersheds) that support sport and commercial fishing 
interests, subsistence hunting and fishing, eco-tourism, recreation and most importantly habitat for birds and 
other wildlife.  These things are the backbone of the southeast way of life and our economy.  TLUMP-2016 was 
a step toward transitioning from large-scale, heavily subsidized, clear-cutting of old growth timber to harvesting 
young growth logs.  Modification of the current Roadless Rule will certainly lead to opening large roadless 
tracks of the Tongass to roadbuilding and logging.  The current rule now allows exemptions for safety, 
hydropower, utility corridors and mining.  There does not seem to be a need to change this rulemaking process.  
Most likely any change will put fish, birds, wildlife and a treasured way of life at risk. 
  
As a resident of Tenakee Springs I am especially concerned about future protections for the now roadless and 
protected watersheds of Tenakee Inlet including Little Goose Flats, Goose Flats, Seal Bay, Saltery Bay and 
Crab Bay.  The fragile economy of our very small community is dependent on a productive inlet.  Commercial 
fishermen, a charter operator, hunting guides, small lodges catering to recreational fisherman and eco-tourists, 
a small-scale logging/wood product operator depend on what these protected watersheds produce.  Almost all 
protein feeding Tenakee's families comes from fish and shellfish caught in the inlet and game shot in the 
forests. Any decrease in the productivity of the inlet would severely impact nearly all the residents of Tenakee 
and our few remaining services.  We rely on our healthy forests to sustain the salmon populations we fish, to 
provide an ecosystem needed by wildlife and birds to thrive and to sustain an environment, the planet's last, 
large, intact temperate rainforest, that people from all over the world pay thousands of dollars to visit.  The best 
use of old growth forests is to leave them standing and roadless. 
  
Thank you for your consideration. 
  
  
  
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pete 
Last name: Crandall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support for NO ACTION Alternative Alaska Roadless Rule (Project 54511) 
 
 
 
 
 
Re: I support Alternative 1 - No Action Alternative 
 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511 
 
 
 
Of the 47 years I have called Alaska home I have lived, worked and played in the Tongass for all but three of 
those years. Currently I live in Juneau and Tenakee Springs. These days I almost exclusively fish and explore 
Tenakee Inlet. I do not want to see the productivity or beauty of the inlet impacted by the inevitable changes 
that would come with changes to the current roadless rule. Certainly removal of roadless rules would open 
Tenakee Inlet old growth roadless watersheds to clear-cutting by heavily subsidized large scale logging 
operators. 
 
 
 
Tenakee Springs is a very small community that is home to a few commercial fishermen, a charter operator, a 
small wood products operator, a few B and B operators whose clients are recreational fishermen and eco-
tourists. All depend on the productivity of watersheds that feed Tenakee Inlet for their livelihood. Almost all 
fulltime residents depend on the productivity of these areas to feed their families with subsistence harvested 
salmon, shellfish and deer. A change in the productivity of these habitats from roadbuilding and industrial 
logging could impact every family. 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for taking my concerns into consideration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Crane and I live in Anderson, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emma Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emma Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Emma Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Manley 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Manley Crane and I live in Le Roy, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Manley Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcella 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marcella Crane and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marcella Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Crane and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
I have seen what clear cutting means and it not pretty. It is absolutely ugly.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Crane and I live in State College, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Crane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Crane and I live in Centereach, New York. 
 
You are destroying everything PRESIDENT OBAMA did to help save our planet. Be a voice for the ones that 
can't soeak for themselves.You 45 will never ever be what he stands for. All people no matter what color 
religion or what part of the earth we came from. You 45 are not the savior. You 45 are the racist bigot dividing 
our nation. Turning us into a dictatorship like your communist friends. You 45 will not last forever and your little 
no spine republicans I hope someday soon will stand up against you and show these other followers what a 
selfish SOB you really are. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Susan Crane 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Taylie 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Crane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1423 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: WILLIAM 
Last name: CRANE 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is WILLIAM CRANE and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, WILLIAM CRANE 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Craner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Todd Craner and I live in Wallkill, New York. 
 
 
Let's be sure to protect this area not only for us, but also for the wildlife that live there.  THANK YOU! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Todd Craner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dustin 
Last name: Craney 
Organization: Sockeye Cycle Co. 
Title: Owner/President 
Comments: 
I'm writing on behalf of myself and our small business located in Haines and Skagway, AK. We operate a 
tourism based business, interacting directly with thousands of the million plus visitors we see in a typical 
summer. We host people from all over the world, many visiting to see the natural beauty and unique character 
of the area, and spend much of their trip in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass is home to a rich cultural 
heritage and traditional way of life, fish strongholds, and abundant wildlife. 
 
 
 
We support the 'No Action' alternative, to continue Roadless Rule protections for the Tongass National Forest. 
Keeping the Tongass as intact as possible also provides much needed climate mitigation and is important to 
protect the salmon streams and overall health of this ecosystem. With tourism and fishing accounting for 25% 
of all jobs in SE Alaska, protection of the Tongass is also critical for our economy. The public process that has 
been held has produced a majority of comments in favor of continuing Roadless Rule protection, from 
individuals, businesses, and local governments. We hope the USFS follows this lead as a public agency and 
chooses the "No Action" alternative. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Crank 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I urge you to reconsider making Alaska an exception to the Roadless Rule. Protecting these old growth forests 
is very important to me. It is easy to destroy an environment that has been growing for millennia, but very 
difficult to restore it. I grew up in Illinois, where less than 0.01% of natural, undisturbed prairies still exist. 
Please consider putting our natural history above profit so that future generations can appreciate our country's 
amazing beauty. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julia 
Last name: Cranmer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Julia Cranmer and I live in Southampton Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Julia Cranmer 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raymond 
Last name: Crannell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Raymond Crannell and I live in Hudson Falls, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Raymond Crannell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zech 
Last name: Crannigan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless 
 
Alaska should stay roadless, there is no reason to start logging when we can use other parts of the country. We 
need to focus on replanting what we log so we can stick to only the parts available for logging already. Alaska 
being roadless leaves a huge wilderness area for wildlife which is vital to the earth. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cranor 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Cranor 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jai 
Last name: Crapella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongans should remain under the Roadless Rule 
 
Hello, 
 
I am co-owner of a tourism business in Gustavus, AK. We have been in the business of guiding people on 
kayaking expeditions in Southeast Alaska for over twenty years. http://www.seakayakalaska.com 
 
Our customers notice clearcuts. They come from places that are damaged and not intact and they come to the 
Tongass to experience an intact, healthy, and wild environment. 
 
Tourism provides 20 jobs to every one timber industry job. Timber jobs are not at their low level because the 
forest is locked up. The logging industry on the Tongass has always been heavily subsidized by US taxpayers, 
always. The only reason the remaining timber companies and this administration want to exempt the Tongass 
from the protections of the Roadless Rule is to provide access to last remaining old growth - trees that will be 
sent overseas as round logs, it's criminal. 
 
Our communities rely on the Tongass for subsistence - the getting and sharing of foods from this land and 
healthy streams. Where there is logging there are no deer - not for a very long time - and salmon habitat is 
degraded. 
 
There can be jobs generated by the forest. Why can't the USFS put more monies into stream restoration, 
young growth thinning, and small scale sales that encourage value-added businesses? There is plenty of 
opportunity that could be fostered with a more enlightened approach to the Forest. 
 
Also, climate change is an undeniable truth that our current administration will not address. To cut more of the 
Tongass, which holds the most carbon of all the national forests, is saying to future generations you don't 
matter; the only thing that matters is to extract every last dollar from this forest. 
 
So, these are my comments to encourage the USFS and the government to leave the Tongass covered by the 
Roadless Rule - chose the &quot;no action&quot; alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jai Crapella 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Crary 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joe Crary 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Crase 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Crase and I live in Menasha, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Crase 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: C 
Last name: Crashcup 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
The Tongass NF is a perfect example of why the Roadless Rule is super needed, and must apply in Alaska as 
much as anywhere. 
 
The pillaging and plundering of Alaska's finite resources has been going on for far too long. 
 
The logging industry has virtually exterminated Old Growth from lower 48, including my WA St, and now has 
turned to SE Alaska & BC. 
 
The Forest Service should focus on FIRE PREVENTION by remediation of our existing over-harvested forest 
lands. 
 
It must be noted that old growth forests are naturally fire-resistant, whereas clearcutting and the replacement 
mono-species forests are a primary cause of the super-fires. 
 
This MUST STOP. 
 
And despite the lip-service, I don't believe the USFS nor the corporations lobbying this change intend to log in a 
way that mitigates the original fire problems. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
This is intended for the public record. 
 
CC 
 
Sincerely, 
 
C Crashcup 
 
Carnation, WA 98014 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Crater 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Crater 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Crater 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Crater 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Cratty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Cratty and I live in Akron, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Cratty 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rose 
Last name: Craven 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Rose Craven and I live in Ewa Beach, HI. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rose Craven 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Craw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Craw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4080 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
There is no pressing reason to open the area other than please a select group of investors. Salmon need the 
area for their spawning which enhances the whole Alaska landscape. Besides wild salmon tastes better. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Alan Crawford 
 
Uniontown, PA 15401 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4080 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
There is no pressing reason to open the area other than please a select group of investors. Salmon need the 
area for their spawning which enhances the whole Alaska landscape. Besides wild salmon tastes better. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Alan Crawford 
Uniontown, PA 15401 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ann 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, ann crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Austin 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC934 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Beverly 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Beverly Crawford and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please listen and protect the wild areas of the world. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Beverly Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Crawford and I live in Shaker Heights, Ohio. 
 
 
Please make sure that crucial clean air protections are not weakened. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Catherine Crawford and I live in Wiloughby Hls, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Catherine Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: dean 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
To Whom it May Concern, I am appalled and extremely concerned with the continuous unchecked greed that is 
killing our planet at this moment. Everything does not have a PRICE TAG! The amount of good that an intact 
Tongass does for the health of our planet can not be measured or monetized. This short sited plan is reckless 
at the least and catastrophic at the most. We need all the help we can to suck up all the carbon we are spewing 
and Tongass helps with that. Please do not thoughtlessly approve this disastrous plan. We need all the 
untouched places we have left to help our home this planet. Thank You, Kathleen Roy Florida,U.S.A. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edward 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edward Crawford and I live in Norfolk, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edward Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am in complete opposition to the Trump Administration's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the 
Tongass and the Chugach National Forest . We have little time left to start making intelligent choices for those 
who will follow us. I demand that you take the "no action" alternative. 
 
We cannot keep doing business as usual. Our commitment to future generations IS important. Our commitment 
to the survival of the human species as well as others depends on steps taken today by way of foresight and 
preservation. Oppose the greed and corruption which is driving this anti-Life madness. 
 
The Tongass belongs to all and should not be sacrificed at the altar of greed for a small number of short-lived 
jobs in Southeast Alaska. Save the long term tourism and fishing -we have destroyed so much of our national 
forests and wild spaces so far. It MUST STOP. 
 
Please select "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Fred Crawford 
 
Louisville, KY 40205 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Crawford and I live in Orange, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Holly Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Julie Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:27:39 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Crawford 
Bremen, GA 30110 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Katherine Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kim Crawford and I live in Hampton, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kim Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Morgan 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Morgan Crawford and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Morgan Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: phyllis 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, phyllis crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: phyllis 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, phyllis crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: randy 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, randy crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3916 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rick Crawford 
 
Charleston, SC 29407 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rick 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3916 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Rick Crawford 
Charleston, SC 29407 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Crawford and I live in Bend, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5528 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR N TP2 RRS2 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tim 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC970 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tracy 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tracy Crawford and I live in Mount Pleasant, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tracy Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Crawford and I live in Rockville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victoria Crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: will 
Last name: crawford 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is will crawford and I live in Evanston, Wyoming. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, will crawford 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: allan 
Last name: Crawshaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is allan Crawshaw and I live in Mcintyre, Georgia. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, allan Crawshaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Craychee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Craychee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Craychee 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Craychee 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chaz 
Last name: Crays 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: M 
Last name: Creager 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
You must save our old growth forests. They are not replaceable. Please do not give into greed. These forests 
belong to all of us. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Creamer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Crean 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Crean and I live in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peter Crean 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Creed 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Creed and I live in [@advCity], Ohio. 
 
 
Please protect nature and sacred sites. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Creed 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deirdre 
Last name: Creed 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deirdre Creed and I live in Salt Lake City, Utah but grew up in Kotzebue and Sitka. I started going 
to Sitka for the Fine Arts Camp when I was 13. Later, I went to Mt. Edgecumbe High School. After graduating 
high school, I spent 3 summers commercial and charter fishing out of Sitka. In the forests of Sitka I have run 
cross country races, hiked mountains, went hunting and fishing, and much more. When clients from my fishing 
boat visited Sitka, many of them would comment on how the air smelled so fresh. That was the Sitka spruce 
they were smelling. 
 
 
 
I love Southeast Alaska. Ive been to just about every town from Hoonah to Ketchikan to Haines to Juneau. I 
love each of them, and they are all shaped by the wilderness around them. I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my fishing, hunting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status 
of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate 
change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood, foraging 
and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change 
mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving 
taxpayer dollars deer habitat and subsistence hunting. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does 
it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Yakutat forelands, Prince of Wales Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on 
the Tongass Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance the 
central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around 
Juneau), Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm existing 
economic drivers and doesnt account for the many people who have spoke out about a no action alternative. 
Those who are not in support for this initiative shouldnt have to bare the burden / tax it will take to not only 
create but maintain these roads and clear cutting.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 



It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Georgia 
Last name: Creel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Georgia Creel. I live in San Francisco, California  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Georgia Creel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Aimee 
Last name: Creelman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC107 
 
I am a lover of the Tongass as a visitor from Vermont. We must preserve this precious resource! I am writing to 
demand that we keep the Tongass Roadless! We are demanding a no-action alternative the Alaska specific 
roadless rule. 
 
Aimee Creelman 
 
Brattleboro, VT 05301 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Creger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern, 
 
My family and I visited Alaska this past summer. With recent memories of California's worst wildfire in history, 
and best friends who survived the Camp Fire in Paradise, we hoped our first visit to Alaska would be wildfire 
smoke-free. 
 
Sadly, as we awoke in our first day in Anchorage, we were greeted by the familiar smell of smoke, from a 
wildfire on the Kenai Peninsula, one of our upcoming destinations south of Anchorage. At destinations north 
and east of Anchorage, too, in Denai and Matanuska, we also encountered smoke from fires in Alaska's hottest 
summer on record. My wife and I returned home with respiratory discomfort that lasted for weeks. 
 
We happened to enter Denai on a relatively smoke-free day. Our guide told us that wildlife sightings so far had 
been unusually scarce, the animals taking cover because of the smoke. I understand this fire season lasted at 
least a month longer than normal, and I can only imagine the long-term effects of increasing wildfires on wildlife 
in Alaska. 
 
I strongly oppose the Proposed Rule which will exempt the Tongas National Forest from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule fights climate change. The Tongass National Forest stores the equivalent of 8 percent of all 
the stored carbon in the Lower 48's national forests put together, making it one of the most important carbon 
sinks in the country. 
 
The Roadless Rule protects drinking water, salmon runs (80% of commercial salmon in SE Alaska), and 
imperiled wildlife. 
 
I urge the public and elected officials to work against this ill-considered measure. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Creglow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6146 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Creighton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Creighton and I live in Mesa, Arizona. 
 
We must protect our wild spaces. Once they are gone, they are gone for good. Our planet must come before 
company profits. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dawn Creighton 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Creighton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
There is no need to begin destruction of the Tongass forest. 
 
Regards, Lynn Creighton 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Creighton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Creighton and I live in East Greenbush, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Creighton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Cremata 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1. I live in Skagway and tourism is our economy. It is also the fastest-growing economic 
sector in Alaska. Supporting alternatives that prioritize heavily subsidized industries like logging is a slap in the 
face to hard-working Alaskans who grew the tourism market into what it is today. 
 
 
 
Alaskan tourism relies on pristine landscapes and the frontier spirit. Opening the Tongass to clearcut logging 
diminishes the quality of the product and uses taxpayer money to bolster the bottom lines of out-of-state and 
non-American business entities. 
 
 
 
I urge you to support hard-working Alaskan residents by supporting Alternative 1. Our future tourism economy 
depends on it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: CHARLIE 
Last name: CREMER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CHARLIE CREMER and I live in Henderson, Nevada. 
 
 
Leaks are bad! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, CHARLIE CREMER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bernie 
Last name: Cremin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bernie Cremin and I live in Collinsville, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bernie Cremin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gayla 
Last name: Cremin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gayla Cremin and I live in Collinsville, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gayla Cremin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Cremo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Cremo and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
My visit to the Alaskan wilderness was life-changing. Dont threaten this national treasure! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Cremo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Crenna 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Caroline Crenna and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in Southeast Alaska on and off since 1973. 
I moved here permanently in 1989. During my commercial fishing career, I depended on the forest to provide 
spawning habitat for the salmon I harvested. I value the forest for the clean air and water we enjoy in 
Southeast. I also value it for the subsistence hunting and fishing opportunities it provides, which nourish 
Southeast communities both physically and culturally. Finally,I value the forest for the spiritual sustenance I feel 
from its close proximity. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned 
with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, foraging for wild foods, peace I find in 
nature, recreation opportunities, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
and the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. I think the existing rule is 
working well and that it reasonable balances the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with the 
construction and operation of important development projects.. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating, enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, and keeping public lands wild for future 
generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance the importance of 
economic development with the values derived from conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me include all of them for the time being. It 
is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption and submit that a full exemption is 
not appropriate at this time. Before large-scale timber harvest is allowed, the Forest Service needs to further 
regulate how timber is harvested. I question whether clear cutting should ever be allowed as a harvest method. 
Prior to opening the Tongass to increased logging, I also deem it necessary for the Forest Service and/or other 
appropriate agency to promulgate regulations to minimize the export of our raw timber and to foster the 
construction of large-capacity lumber mills in Southeast Alaska to truly foster local employment.. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, more 
needs to be done to derive full benefit from the logs that are taken. As things stand now, a full exemption would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are presently based on the visitor industry and commercial 
fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would diminish rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries, transition to second 
growth logging, and invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: crenshaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert crenshaw and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert crenshaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Crenshaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shirley Crenshaw and I live in Saint Louis, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Shirley Crenshaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Crenshaw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shirley Crenshaw 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Crescimanno 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Crescimanno and I live in Hatfield, Pennsylvania. 
 
Keep in mind that a healthy natural forest is probably the simplest, most economical way to reduce the impacts 
of climate change. Any clear cutting would not be the countries long term interests. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Stephen Crescimanno 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hope 
Last name: Crescione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hope Crescione and I live in New Haven, Connecticut. 
 
 
This monument belongs to the people...NOT TO TRUMPS FOSSIL FUEL PALS! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hope Crescione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Crescione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Linda Crescione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: linda 
Last name: crescione 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is linda crescione and I live in Glen Rock, New Jersey. 
 
 
Please protect our forests and our future! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, linda crescione 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Crespo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Crespo and I live in San Juan, [@advState]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Crespo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Crespo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I believe that Alternative 1, the option that takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 
Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest, is the best course of action! Please leave the forests 
untouched!! Logging will destroy the habit and one that cannot be replaced. Please think of future generations 
and do not destroy something so irreplaceable. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cressman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Geoff 
Last name: Creswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Creswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Creswell and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
This battle as been fought and won many times over the last twenty years but greedy corporate shills keep 
coming back to try again and again. Do not let these corporate sneaks destroy this rainforest. Jesus will NOT 
come when the last tree is taken down. Profits are transitory trees are long term. We owe our progeny. We 
have no right to take it from them. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Richard Creswell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Crews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Crews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Crews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Crews 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Crews 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cribbins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Cribbins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cribbins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Cribbins and I live in Nevada City, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judy Cribbins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cribbins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Cribbins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Cribbs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a young American citizen, it is incredibly concerning to me that USDA would want to remove the Tongass 
National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule. As the largest National Forest in the United 
States, Tongass should continue to have its protected status as a bastion of wilderness and conservation. One 
major concern is the effect commercial logging would have on the local and traveling salmon population within 
Alaska. Over 40% of the Salmon that populate the waters of the West Coast spawn in Tongass, which 
contributes to an industry valued at over 900 million dollars. By opening up this stretch of land to commercial 
logging and mining, USDA would be destabilizing salmon habitats, polluting the nutrient rich waters of their 
streams, and economically disadvantaging the fishery business. 
 
The other concern I have with this rule is the lack of jobs currently involved in logging in Alaska compared to 
the industries of fish processing and tourism. Under 1 percent of Alaskans work in the logging business, while 
the two industries that would be affected the most boast 8 percent and 17 percent accordingly. By removing 
Tongass from the Roadless rule and opening the forest up to logging, USDA would be disadvantaging a 
quarter of Alaskan citizens to appeal to the needs of a small elite voices. Not only does this rule totally 
disregard the vital need for conserving America's largest stretch of wilderness, it also fails to think about the 
real economic ramifications of commercial logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Cribley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Cribley and I live in Elizabeth, Colorado. 
 
Clearly if the EPA can't stand up to protect our citizens, calling for massive agency reforms is in order. The 
EPA should be leading the charge to protect our environment and our people. That it needs to be petitioned to 
work toward a cleaner environment instead of sanctioning polluters, is absolutely outrageous. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Diane Cribley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jan 
Last name: Crichton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5671 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
We need the roadless areas. 
 
We cannot replace old growth stands. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Crick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Crick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Crick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Crick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Crider 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Crider and I live in Maryville, Illinois. 
 
Not only do we need to save our national monuments and parks for us to enjoy, but I want them to be available 
when my grandchildren are grown and have children. That cannot and will not happen if the current 
management plan is implemented. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Donna Crider 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Crighton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edwin 
Last name: Crim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edwin Crim and I live in Willoughby, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edwin Crim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Luce 
Last name: Crim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Luce Crim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Noel 
Last name: Crim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Noel Crim and I live in Sun City West, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Noel Crim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ernest 
Last name: Crimes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ernest Crimes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ernest 
Last name: Crimes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ernest Crimes 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Crimins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Crimins and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathy Crimins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Crimmin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
 
 
I am opposed to allowing road building and logging in the Tongass National Forest, the largest intact temperate 
rain forest in North America. If the world needs anything, it's not fewer trees and more roads. The Tongass is a 
national forest that belongs to all American citizens, not just the Republican Congressional representatives, the 
residents of Alaska, and owners of extraction companies. 
 
 
 
Tongass is home to massive old-growth stands and provides habitat for a range of wildlife. As the Forest 
Service itself reports, roughly 40 percent of wild salmon that swim along the West Coast spawn in the Tongass, 
generating a fishery that is worth an estimated $986 million a year. 
 
 
 
As the Washington Post has reported, "scientists who have worked in the area say the road building that would 
be required to take out more timber could fragment critical habitat, and logging could remove trees that trap 
sediment and keep waterways cool. 
 
 
 
"They went to the easy places first. Now they're going to have to build roads to get to the next round of timber," 
Forest Service emeritus scientist Gordon Reeves, who worked as a research scientist in the Pacific Northwest 
and Alaska for 35 years, said in a recent interview. "You put the roads in, and that tends to change everything." 
 
 
 
The roadless rule was enacted by President Bill Clinton in 2001. President Trump should not be allowed to 
exempt the Tongass from this rule. When President George W. Bush sought in 2003 to reverse Clinton's 
roadless policy in the Tongass, a federal judge reinstated it in 2011, and the decision was upheld on appeal. 
What makes the Trump Administration think the result would be any different this time around? 
 
 
 
The Trump Administration's attempt to pillage the public lands on behalf of timber, energy, and mining interests 
must be stopped. The continued existence of our endangered planet depends on the maintenance of critical 
habitats such as the Tongass. Let's leave some natural areas unexploited by the destructive hands of man. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Crimmins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Crimmins 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Crimmins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Crimmins and I live in Brookline, Massachusetts. 
 
Do the right thing!!! Maintain clean waters!!! Support your childrens future not your greedy pockets!!! Thanks! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Crimmins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott A 
Last name: Cripe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Crisco 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Please 
 
Please please keep Tongass Roadless 
 
We need to preserve wildcareas 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Crisman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I do support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. The Presidents plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration 
on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- 
have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kevin Crisman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Crisman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I do support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. The Presidents plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration 
on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- 
have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kevin Crisman 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Crispi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Crispi and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
 
Save our environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana Crispi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Crist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Crist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Crist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Crist and I live in Pacifica, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Crist 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Crist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Crist 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Cristaldi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Aaron Cristaldi and I live in Cottekill, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Aaron Cristaldi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Cristea 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello my name is Ryan Cristea, I am a 17 year old high school student from Michigan here to voice my opinion 
on alternatives to the Alaskan Roadless Rule. Alternative six states that the Roadless Rule will be removed 
from the Tongass Forest leaving it under the jurisdiction of the state of Alaska. The only way to guarantee the 
preservation of the Tongass Forest is to keep it under the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
There are many reasons on why the Tongass Forest needs to be preserved. For one, according to the USDA, 
the Tongass absorbs eight percent of the nation's carbon dioxide pollution every year. In recent years the 
earth's carbon production has drastically increased while rainforest coverage has done the opposite. Keeping 
the Tongass under the roadless rule would be an important step in combating climate change. Also the 
Tongass National Forest brings in over one million visitors a year; visitors who come to see the beautiful 
biodiverse ecosystems of the Tongass. These old growth ecosystems have been in the making for thousands 
of years and once they are gone they are gone forever. The removal of the roadless rule would jeopardize the 
Tongass and as well as all those who depend on it. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Raphael 
Last name: Cristy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Raphael Cristy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russ 
Last name: Criswell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Russ Criswell and I live in Carbondale, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Russ Criswell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Critchlow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lisa Critchlow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Critelli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matt Critelli and I live in Piscataway, New Jersey. 
 
Would YOU want YOUR kids, sisters, brothers, spouse, &amp;amp; all other family members exposed to this 
detrimental/harmful garbage? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Matt Critelli 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Crittenden 
Organization: 38770075US1 
Title:  
Comments: 
Mr. Secretary, 
 
 
 
Please continue to maintain the Roadless Rule in the Tongass area. The reason for this is simple: Many 
generations of our families (along with countless others) will appreciate it big-time. In fact, that ought to remain 
the mandate's position, once you even think about it that way. I am part of this loud chorus calling for 
Monument status for the Tongass and other areas. We don't need those treasures looted any further. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jim Crittenden 
 
citizen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Croak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Croak and I live in Villa Ridge, Missouri. 
 
 
rainforests help protect our planet..greedy men are very shortsighted. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Croak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathlene 
Last name: Croasdale 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathlene Croasdale and I live in Redmond, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathlene Croasdale 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Croci 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robin Croci and I live in Litchfield, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robin Croci 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Crock 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment regarding 2001 Alaska Roadless Rules Proposed changes 
 
I am against the proposed rule exempting the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
Decisions by local officials on a case-by-case basis for timber harvest, road construction, and roadless area 
management on the Tongass National Forest would cause permanent damage and give license for further 
development of natural resources that must be left intact. This is especially important for carbon retention and 
erosion prevention. 
 
The Tongas National Forest should continue to follow the 2001 Roadless Rules and not be opened to logging 
and roadbuilding by local officials. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Steven Crock 
 
Manchester, MO 63011 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erick 
Last name: Crockenberg 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass is the largest coastal temperate rainforest in the world and the largest carbon sink in our national 
forest system. 
 
 
 
There is no issue that will effect this generation more dramatically than our changing climate. The atmosphere 
is warming at unprecedented rates, leading to significantly worse risks of extreme weather, drought, floods, 
heat waves, poverty, and climate-related relocation for hundreds of millions of people. 
 
 
 
When forests are cut down, not only does carbon absorption cease, but also the carbon stored in the trees is 
released into the atmosphere. It has NEVER be so important to protect our nations forested landscape. 
 
 
 
SAVE THE TONGASS 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Crocker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5762 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
LEAVE the Tongass as is. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Crocker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Crocker and I live in San Jose, California. 
 
 
Do not erode our rainforest! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharon Crocker 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Allison Crockett and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
What can be more important than this? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Allison Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Catharine 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Catharine Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deantha 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization: Alaska Miners Association 
Title:  
Comments: 
AMA comments on Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
 
Hello, 
 
Attached are comments by the Alaska Miners Association for the Roadless Rule DEIS. Please note there is a 
cover letter by AMA to accompany a letter submitted on behalf of a coalition we are a part of (so two 
attachments). 
 
Thank you, and we wish you very Happy Holidays! 
 
Deantha Crockett 
 
Executive Director 
 
Alaska Miners Association 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
 
The Alaska Miners Association (AMA) writes to comment on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
 
AMA is a professional membership trade organization established in 1939 to represent the mining industry in 
Alaska. We are composed of more than 1,400 members that come from eight statewide branches: Anchorage, 
Denali, Fairbanks, Haines, Juneau, Kenai, Ketchikan/Prince of Wales, and Nome. Our members include 
individual prospectors, geologists, engineers, suction dredge miners, small family mines, junior mining 
companies, major mining companies, Alaska Native Corporations, and the contracting sector that supports 
Alaska's mining industry. 
 
AMA supports Alternative 6, the Preferred Alternative of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), 
which provides a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass National Forest. Our specific 
comments supporting this Alternative are outlined in the attached coalition letter in which AMA joins 21 Alaska 
statewide and regional associations and business organizations in voicing our support for Total Exemption from 
the Roadless Rule. The Coalition, that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and associations 
having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of Alaskans, has joined the State of Alaska 



and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in urging USDA to Totally Exempt the Tongass from application of the 
Roadless Rule for the reasons given by the State in its January 19, 2018 Petition. As noted in the Coalition's 
Comments every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation member since the Roadless Rule was 
promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
AMA has consistently supported a full exemption of the Tongass, as it comprises 16.9 million acres of the 
landmass of Southeast Alaska, and is endowed with mineral wealth that supported the initial industrial 
developments of the Alaska territory. Early mines included the Treadwell Mine in Douglas and the Alaska 
Juneau Mine in Juneau, and today, mineral wealth continues to be extracted at two major operating mines near 
Juneau; Greens Creek and Kensington. 
 
USDA and Congress have always treated management of the Tongass as special and different from other 
national forests: the Tongass Timber Act of 1947 specifically authorized commercial timber harvest on the 
Tongass. The Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) of 1971 directed how the 50-year contracts on 
 
 
 
the Tongass would interact with the transfer of lands on the Tongass to the ownership of Native Corporations.  
 
 
 
In early 2019, AMA provided comments to the USDA endorsing comments made by the State of Alaska to the 
Secretary of Agriculture in its January 19, 2018 "Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the Application of the Roadless Rule and other Actions" which: 1) explained the enduring 
significance of USDA's 2003 Record of Decision (ROD) that totally exempted the Tongass National Forest 
(Tongass) from the application of the 2001 Roadless Rule; 2) explained that after analyzing the requirements 
and limitations of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) and the Tongass Timber 
Reform Act (TTRA) "the USDA concluded that the best way to implement the spirit and letter of these laws was 
to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule;" 3) explained that USDA also concluded that exempting the 
Tongass was consistent with the intent of Congress, but also with sound management of the Tongass because 
roadless areas in the Tongass are adequately protected without adding the additional barriers of the Roadless 
Rule; 4) explained that even without the Roadless Rule only about four percent of the Tongass is designated as 
suitable for timber harvest; 5) described the litigation regarding the 2001 Roadless Rule and the 2003 Roadless 
Rule including the Department of Justice's rational for its aggressive defense of USDA's 2003 ROD; 6) 
explained why the serious socioeconomic consequences to Alaskans and complying ANILCA and TTRA are as 
compelling today for totally exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule as they were when offered by 
USDA for that purpose in 2003; and 7) explained why the Secretary should direct the United States Forest 
Service (Forest Service) to commence a Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) revision or amendment to 
remove provisions of the Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan. 
 
We agree with the Coalition that Total Exemption would exchange the Roadless Rule's inflexible national 
prohibitions on access and development in the Tongass, for the more flexible TLMP process. Since the goal of 
the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land planning 
system to accommodate to achieve that goal. The undersigned also agrees with the State and the Coalition 
that the Secretary should direct the Forest Service to revise or amend TLMP to remove the provisions of the 
Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan. 
 
Today, local, state, and federal agencies have a host of tools to manage forests and protect the environment. 
In addition, 6.8 million acres of the Tongass were designated by Congress as Wilderness or other 
 
restrictive land use categories, ensuring the lands are not subject to development. Congress passed over the 
remaining areas so they could support local employment, including year-around timber manufacturing jobs in a 
region where there are minimal state or private timberlands available to the mills. 
 
Accordingly, we believe a full exemption is fully appropriate and necessary for the Tongass. The business 
community, State of Alaska, and thousands of Alaskans stand in support of a total exemption, and we urge you 
to adopt Alternative in your final Decision. 



 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Deantha Crockett  
 Executive Director 
 
 
 
THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE 
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF 
ALASKA, INC., THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS 
FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, 
THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC 
LIGHT & POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, TYLER RENTAL, FIRST 
BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on 
October 30, 2019. 
 
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest Association, the Alaska 
Miners Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for 
Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the 
Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of 
Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, 
Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 
 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and associations having a membership 
composition representing tens of thousands of Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska's 
Congressional Delegation in urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by former Governor Bill 



Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking (Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional 
Delegation member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 - Total Exemption - as the preferred 
alternative because: 
 
[T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State's policy preferences as expressed in the incoming 
Petition. The State's preference to emphasize rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the 
Interagency Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive Order 13790 (issued 
April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the 
foundations of prosperity. That State's views on how to balance economic development and environmental 
protection offer valuable insight when making management decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA's policy preference for 
managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking because: "[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast 
Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass."2 This policy determination has never been changed 
by the Department. 
 
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule's inflexible prohibitions on access and 
development in the Tongass, for the more flexible Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of 
the 2016 Tongass 
 
1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA's Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM). 
 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land planning system to 
accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 
 
[T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest Service, allowing decisions 
concerning timber harvest, road construction and roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest 
to be made by local officials on a case by case basis.3 
 
USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: "Accomplishment of social, economic, and biological goals can 
best be met through the management direction established through the Tongass Forest Plan."4 
 
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, 
and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
 
The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less restrictive and addresses Alaska-
specific concerns. Specifically, it provides for infrastructure development to connect and support local 
communities, and road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable minerals. The 
leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, and/or coal development. In addition, the 
Roadless Priority ARA includes specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
are included to improve overall clarity.5 
 
Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language used in Appendix G to 
implement them. As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory 
authorization language proposed by the Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC) to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and to 
 



3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes that the "proposed 
exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other access needs that support isolated rural 
communities in the unique island archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 
294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and pages 8-10, respectively, of the 
attached CAC Report). Instead of the CAC's mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in 
each of the Alternatives 2 - 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that is in the current 
2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process 
currently in place that inhibits access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 
 
It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 - 5 contains the CAC's mandatory regulatory 
language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7 
The Coalition requests an explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC's recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative - as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State's Petition for Rulemaking and other Agency Action, even Total 
Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 Roadless Rule. In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land 
and Resource Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 
 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
 
 
 
7 Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1502.14. 
"[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with the range dictated by the nature and scope of the 
proposed action, and sufficient to permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 
F.3d 723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 1508, 1520 (9th 
Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's mandatory authorization language to implement its 
New Road Exceptions 8 - 16 and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP. Therefore, even with a Total Exemption, most of the 
roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP provisions. This is why the State's petition asked for rule 
making and for a plan revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption. Although the Secretary granted the 



rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. The Coalition urges the 
Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision consistent with Total Exemption. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA's preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its interim Roadless Rule in 1999. 
After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final 
decision in the 2001 Record of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional organizations and 
businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds including that application of the Roadless Rule to 
the Tongass violated the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA). 
 
Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. The Clinton 
Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there was a Need for a national level "whole 
picture" review of National Forest roadless areas because: "Local management planning efforts may not 
always recognize the significance of inventoried roadless areas." 
 
But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had undergone two 
Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 
million acres of Tongass roadless areas as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to 
promulgation of the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule's Purpose and Need statement did not explain why a 
fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the objectives of the Roadless Rule. 
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. USDA recognized: 
 
Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation's highway system. Most are surrounded 
by marine waters and undeveloped National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of way for utilities to roadless areas of 
the National Forest System.8 
 
USDA observed: 
 
Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and most Southeast communities are 
significantly impacted by the roadless rule. The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the 
prohibitions in the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in the ANILCA and 
TTRA legislation.9 
 
USDA stated: 
 
The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the 
protection of roadless values included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships 
to local communities of applying the roadless rule's prohibitions to the Tongass, outweigh any additional 
potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national 
forests outside of Alaska. 10 
 
After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found: 
 



The final rule reflects the Department's assessment of how to best implement the letter and spirit of 
congressional direction along with public values, in 
 
8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values already included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule's 
prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative during its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 16.8 
million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. Over three-quarters (78 percent) of 
these 16.8 million acres are either Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas 
where timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are designated suitable for 
commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area (300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless 
areas.12 
 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to be, roadless even without 
the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the Tongass would remain roadless even without the 
Roadless Rule than exists in nearly all other National Forests.13 
 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current rulemaking that: "The 
existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would continue to provide protections that allow roadless 
values to prevail on the Tongass National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass Exemption when environmental 
groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that "the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, 
supported by the evidence" and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the Tongass could be protected and 
social and economic impacts minimized by exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 - 4). 
 
Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the Department of Agriculture or 
overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the best option today as it was in 2003. 
 
Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska invalidated the 2003 Tongass 
Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking 
exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy from 



applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska appealed and prevailed on the 
process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth Circuit, only to lose 6 - 5 on the process point before an 
en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit in 2015. 
 
Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass in August 2011. That case 
is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome 
of this rulemaking. 
 
Alaska's 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue to engage in rulemaking 
"to permanently exempt the Tongass National Forest from application of the Roadless Rule." On January 18, 
2018 the State filed a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for "rulemaking to permanently exempt the 
Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State's Petition correctly observes: 
 
The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD and again in the 2010 USDA Brief 
remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social fabric of Southeast Alaska 
remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately 
protected without the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the State of Alaska 
respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to 
immediately undertake rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.14 
 
In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture "agreed to address the State's concerns on roadless area 
management and economic development opportunities in Southeast Alaska." (October 17, 2019 Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 84, No.201 55523). 
 
As reported in the NPRM 15 Governor Walker appointed a Citizen' Advisory Committee (CAC) "to present a 
written report on the rulemaking process to the Governor and State Forester, which included options for a 
state-specific roadless rule." "[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska's input, as 
a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of alternatives." Id. 
 
It consisted of 13 members who were "intended to represent a diversity of perspectives, including Alaska 
Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local 
government, and the Alaska Division of Forestry." Id. 
 
TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting Total Exemption as the 
Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife 
and untouched landscapes. These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values. 
 
14 State's January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in ANILCA and the TTRA 
remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains in place along with regulations governing forest 
management and timber sales required by the National Forest Management Act. In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 
 
Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns about increased 
clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect when the Tongass Exemption was 
enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land 
available for timber sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber production by 
the elimination of the Exemption. 
 
As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA's NPRM, total exemption will only restore those 
185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber 
sale program by allowing more economic timber to be offered for sale: 
 
The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless designations and prohibitions on 
the Tongass National Forest would not cause a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule 
would effectively bring only 185,000 acres ([sim]2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may be considered for timber harvest. When 
examined in 2016, the Forest Service projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of 
young-growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of suitable timber lands would 
allow local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved 
flexibility could, in turn, improve the Forest Service's ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 
needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the 
remaining 9 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber harvest activities. 
 
Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the Forest Service to produce and 
offer more economic timber sales. Removing the Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber 
sale planning process 
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to resume. However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber harvest has long ago left Alaska, 
there will likely be little more timber harvest after Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was 
removed in 2011. 
 
In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon unfounded fears of the 
environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is based upon inaccurate information and not supported 
by USDA rules governing timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 
 
BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 - 5 OF 
APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT IMPLEMENTS THE 
EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
 
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to implement them) that it 
recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless Rule alternative (2 - 5) set out in the DEIS, other 
than the "No Action" alternative: 
 
Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 
 
The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of each of the four options. 
 
While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include the Roadless Area exceptions for 
analysis in all of the options put forward by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 
 



For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road access to mining (so long 
as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in each alternative 2 - 5: 
 
Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws 
(30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most developmentally oriented of the 
alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides no change: 
 
[sect]294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, a road may be constructed or 
reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official 
determines that one or more of the following circumstances exist: 
 
(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute16 or treaty; 
 
This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. 
[sect]294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 
 
A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty; 
 
This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative. The CAC's mandatory 
exception language that the State provided to USDA along with the exceptions listed below was not included in 
any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and 
timber harvest exception is preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is 
needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to decide whether a road is needed 
without any criteria for doing so. 
 
This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" alternative. It is exactly what the CAC 
recommendations sought to change in order to provide regulatory certainty and predictability. Accordingly, the 
relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved by adopting the Total Exemption 
alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 
 
16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et 
seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 
36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17 is the reason the State of 
Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption 
(alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 - the Total Exemption Alternative. 
 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE 
ACCESS IN THE TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND MINING. TOTAL 
EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 



1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System (TUS) corridors identified in the 
Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional transportation system shall be permitted. 
Adjustment of these TUS corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it provides a lower 
cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system to the proposed mine 
prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the need to implement this recommendation. With the 
decline of timber industry jobs, the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan Mountain sites to allow its 
residents and businesses to commute to the mines for work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and 
the impact on the Prince of Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead. 
 
17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 
Rulemaking. 
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Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an available non-road alternative; 
however, marine access is rarely an affordable or functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and 
utility systems in the region. Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at the higher costs, lower 
dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the communities through marine links. The Roadless 
Rule's effect of driving all constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, and utility infrastructure and 
maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because of no road access, resulted 
in very high construction costs.. With road access for construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was 
necessary to use helicopters to construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about 
$2 million dollars/mile. The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost including permitting, design, etc. 
was about $110 million. 
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road access. The rights-of way (ROW) 
for these lines must be maintained and brushed continually. The structures must be inspected on a rotating 
annual basis. Restoring service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up generation. With roads, this work 
can be done by a crew in a truck. Without roads, this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is 
incredibly expensive, but may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission interconnections to the North 
American grid system. Rural communities are forced to operate as microgrid utility systems. The isolated 
nature of these systems creates significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and 
inefficiencies. For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation. 
 
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal overabundances of energy, and 
"spill" water while other communities burn diesel fuel as a primary source of generation. This arrangement is 
also incredibly inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of using a system 
of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy project to meet the needs of multiple 
communities throughout the region, multiple planners in southeast Alaska's fragment utility landscape must 
locate multiple smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans needed to 
make them feasible. Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in aggregate, support 
development of commercial-scale renewables offering better economies of scale, and more affordable 
wholesale prices. In a fragmented utility environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, 
each community must develop its own dedicated generation facilities. Finding technically and financially 
feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the Roadless Rule, and which provide a 
delivery profile coincident with incremental demand, is particularly challenging. As a result, many communities 
rely upon diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which undermines 
possibilities for new economic development, and community growth and sustainability. 
 
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, communities could dispatch 
existing renewable assets more economically, and commercial-scale projects could be developed in response 
to the aggregated demand of multiple rural communities. Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community utility systems, helping to 
improve economies of scale, and contributing to more affordable community energy rates. Redundant diesel 
generation facilities could be minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, 
southeast Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through long-term contracts 
with utilities and independent power producers, creating additional revenue for rural communities. In addition, 
transmission lines that do not have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures. These 
pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years. This work must be done by helicopter which, as stated, is 
very expensive. 
 
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in the margins of the Roadless 
Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska's ratepayers. There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the 
incremental cost of conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the Roadless 
Rule. 
 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for transmission projects and 
dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance costs. As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless 
Rule, and to provide a purported "roadless benefit" to others. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 



3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized Southeastern Alaska Intertie 
System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress authorized a Southeast 
Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106[shy]511 nor Report #97-01 of the Southeast 
Conference [minus] which Public Law 106-511 implemented [minus] is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It 
does not mention the power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million acres of Wilderness and 
other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the 
new hydropower and other renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets are being prohibited, or 
made more difficult to access and develop, because they are located in IRAs and Wilderness and 
Congressionally set aside Areas and because 
 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and Wilderness Congressionally set 
aside Areas. 
 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable energy and community 
energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take 
any power - up to the operating needs of the mine - not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes a 
huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers. The revenue produced through this 
arrangement is returned to AEL&P's customers in the form of cost-savings. If the mine goes away, electricity 
rates to the community of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%. 
 
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12 pursuant 
to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the 
prohibition in paragraph (a) of [sect] 294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven 
exceptions exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the Coalition urges that 
CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven exceptions in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b) in the 
Final Rule. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition 
therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable energy projects and their 
transmission infrastructure, including their maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application 
for the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. Renewable 
energy includes energy that is collected from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION:  
 a. Background 
 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal government's 
involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower facilities, including the Forest Service's role in 
permitting processes, USDA 
 



19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass' hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless Rule was applied to the 
Tongass. 
 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is important to Southeast 
Alaska because it will often be more economic and environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based 
generation to power communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska. The possibility of affordable renewable 
energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and helps render industrial-scale 
development more economic.20 
 
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a commercially reasonable or 
realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to recognize pre-existing power site classifications and 
other potential renewable energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities' ability to provide 
responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by limiting the options to construct and maintain 
transmission lines in Southeast Alaska. 
 
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after avalanches tore down the 
Snettisham Transmission Line (https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html). In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of future events, and the utility 
submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which included a request to build two access routes for 
equipment to travel approximately 1,000' from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or 
landslide risk. The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including the construction 
of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded approval for the access routes, instead 
stating that AEL&P could submit a separate application for that request. After subsequent consultation with the 
agency, AEL&P declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access points 
because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction in an IRA. 
 
20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be examined to determine whether 
Southeast Alaska's hydropower potential could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy 
requirements in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to residents of southeast 
Alaska. 
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the alternative to access from 
tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an 
earthen dam. 
 
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest Service's failure to approve 
access from tidewater to transmission towers across an IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up 
diesel generation because heavy-lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may 
not have the lift power to do so. 
 
Another example is the Kake - Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest Service failed to authorize a 
pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 
 
1. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass. 
 



The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest Service, identified over 
200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, many of which could have been accessed through 
the 2008 Forest Plan's Transportation and Utility System (TUS) Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan) the 
management proscriptions for developing utility lines and maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest 
Plan's TUS LUD corridors (that connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and 
utility grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction. This "springing" LUD was 
a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also 
allowing for the development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs without 
having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest Service's removal of the TUS LUD 
corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing 
utilities and an energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development are 
compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
1. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects 
 
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97[shy]01, will be subject to the 
prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 ("The final rule retains all of the provisions that 
recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe 
operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing permit 
or contract.") (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that exception. 
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 1indicates that for "[s]pecial-use 
authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)," existing facilities are not 
affected but "future developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of 
the exceptions applies."21 
 
There is a short discussion in the Rule's Preamble regarding application of [sect] 294-14 (a) to continued 
access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 
 
The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to 
these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22 
 
Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the application of the inclusio 
unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new 
roads for such development. 
 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion that road construction in 
support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in IRAs: 
 
Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were concerned about the impact of the rule on 
special uses and requested clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in inventoried 
roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and 
reservoirs. 
 
Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule would not suspend or modify any existing 
permit, contract, or other legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National Forest System 
lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 
 



Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the Final Rule, describes the 
impact of the Final Rule on "Special Use authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission 
lines, pipelines)" as follows: "Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 
 
21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added). 
 
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
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roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions applies."24 
 
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply failed to address the 
contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be 
resolved by adoption of the Total Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. [sect] 22 et seq.) shall be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development whether those claims are 
located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or 
miners' rights under the 1872 Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one 
knows where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and grade. 
 
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the prohibition on road 
construction in IRAs: "A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute 
or treaty." But there are simply no criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a 
road is needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is "reasonable access" is 
completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
 
"Leaving it up" to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is "reasonable access' or when a 
road is "needed" does not adequately protect access rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the 
Quartz Hill Project was adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service denied 
a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 
 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 
1305 (9th Cir. 1983). 
 
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the road needed to move that 
volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-foot access road from a forest road at the old 



Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of 
Wales Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made February 12, 2010, but 
authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the road is adjacent to an IRA 
 
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 permits in IRAs - mostly 
for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these 
approvals cover drilling the same area, but in a different year. 
 
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core that can be extracted. Thus, 
without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a 
project while protecting investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies require 
greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation. 
 
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone extraction of large tonnage 
metallurgical test mill 'bulk' samples. Thus, exploration requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add 
certainty to resource/reserve information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens of millions - to fly in large 
rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, 
environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.12(b)(3) exception 
would allow roads for these purposes. 
 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific rule that authorizes roads for 
mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. [sect] 228 
(a). Thus, the requirements for authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs 
would be the same. 
 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be pulled, and water bars installed. 
These areas can then be managed for "roadless characteristics," as has been done with many former logging 
roads which now provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits. 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the 
Final Rule. 
 
1. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 - 9): The cutting and removal of trees in connection with mineral 
exploration and mine development is authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. Cutting and removal of trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Currently, 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees in IRAs that is "incidental 
to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by this subpart." The level of exploration 
needed to develop a mine on the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development 
requires even more cutting and removal of trees. 
 
While "reasonable access" is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of trees associated with mining 
exploration and development does not appear to be allowed. 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the 
cutting or removal of timber "incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart." The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the Tongass National Forest 
requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine development would typically require even 
significantly more cutting and removal of trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal 
and development rock stockpile if trees could not be cut? 



 
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule and ROD of what this 
section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 2001 Rule and ROD states: "Such management 
activities are expected to be rare and to focus on small diameter trees."26 
 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 
5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The 
Coalition therefore urges that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
1. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs shall be permitted if it meets the 
criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 
 
25 Ibid., at page 3258. 
 
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. 
 
EXPLANATION: 
 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to new leases for minerals 
subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including geothermal resources, "because of the potentially 
significant environmental impacts that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas."27 There 
also is no explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which are allowed, are 
different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a source of renewable 
energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC's recommended regulatory language in 
alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The 
Coalition therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE FOLLOWING CAC 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION ALTERNATIVE: 
 
1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation the following new exception for Forest 
Health be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of hazard trees that reduce risk to the 
public, blowdown/windfall management, and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may 
be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom and traditional uses is authorized. 
 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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1. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following 
new exception for fish and wildlife habitat be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for road 
building be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 36 C.F.R [sect] 294.12) is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception for biofuels be 
added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13(b): 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential and municipal needs is authorized 
and will comply with current standards and regulations for harvest. 
 
1. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that the following new exception 
for municipal watersheds be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13: 
 
The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and management is authorized and such 
trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
 
1. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception for 
Roads in TUS corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of the regional transportation 
system should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. This includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or 
tribal government plan to provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, including maintenance of such 
roads and facilities. 
2. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC's recommendation that a new exception be added to 
the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, 
management, enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other permitted aquaculture facility or 
activity, including mariculture should be added to 36 C.F.R. [sect] 294.13. 
 
Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by selection of the Total 
Exemption Alternative - Alternative 6. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass that already prohibit 
development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific stream protections built into the TTRA. The 
2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet 
the requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would be examined by decision 
makers and the public through the NEPA process. The blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do 
not really provide environmental and resource protection - just barriers. 
 
For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an unnecessary barrier to 
the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast Alaska: 
 
The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 



sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska's economy is important and the potential 
adverse impacts from application of the roadless rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless 
areas and protections already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 
 
Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC 
recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only alternative that can implement the CAC 
recommendations), the Coalition joins the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in urging 
USDA to again select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
[signatures] 
 
 
 
Robert Venables, Executive Director Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
 
Southeast Conference Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna Hall, Executive Director of 
the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the 
following: 
 
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director Owen Graham, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Miners Association Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President Craig Dahl, Executive Director 
 
First Things First Alaska Foundation Juneau Chamber of Commerce 
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer Greater Ketchikan Chamber of 
Commerce Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
 
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce Associated General Contractors of 
 
Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO Neil MacKinnon, President 
 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President Randy Johnson, President 
 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
 
Lance Miller, President Paul Axelson 
 
Red Diamond Mining Company Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea Jason Custer, Vice President 



 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc. Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President Mike Wilson, President 
 
First Bank Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor  
 City of Ketchikan 
 
cc: The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 
 
The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young 
 
[Position] 
 



	

December	17,	2019		
	
Alaska	Roadless	Rule	
USDA	Forest	Service,	Alaska	Region	
Ecosystem	Planning	and	Budget	Staff	
P.O.	Box	21628	
Juneau,	Alaska	99802–1628.	
	
Re:	Comments	on	Draft	Environmental	Impact	Statement	(DEIS)	for	Alaska-specific	Roadless	Rule	

	
The	Alaska	Miners	Association	(AMA)	writes	to	comment	on	the	Alaska-specific	Roadless	Rule	Draft	
Environmental	Impact	Statement	(DEIS).		
	
AMA	is	a	professional	membership	trade	organization	established	in	1939	to	represent	the	mining	industry	
in	Alaska.	We	are	composed	of	more	than	1,400	members	that	come	from	eight	statewide	branches:	
Anchorage,	Denali,	Fairbanks,	Haines,	Juneau,	Kenai,	Ketchikan/Prince	of	Wales,	and	Nome.	Our	members	
include	individual	prospectors,	geologists,	engineers,	suction	dredge	miners,	small	family	mines,	junior	
mining	companies,	major	mining	companies,	Alaska	Native	Corporations,	and	the	contracting	sector	that	
supports	Alaska’s	mining	industry.		
	
AMA	 supports	 Alternative	 6,	 the	 Preferred	 Alternative	 of	 the	 United	 States	 Department	 of	 Agriculture	
(USDA),	which	provides	a	full	exemption	from	the	2001	Roadless	Rule	to	the	Tongass	National	Forest.		Our	
specific	comments	supporting	 this	Alternative	are	outlined	 in	 the	attached	coalition	 letter	 in	which	AMA	
joins	21	Alaska	statewide	and	regional	associations	and	business	organizations	in	voicing	our	support	for	
Total	 Exemption	 from	 the	 Roadless	 Rule.	 	 The	 Coalition,	 that	 includes	 urban	 and	 rural	 Alaskans,	 and	
businesses	and	associations	having	a	membership	composition	representing	tens	of	thousands	of	Alaskans,	
has	joined	the	State	of	Alaska	and	Alaska’s	Congressional	Delegation	in	urging	USDA	to	Totally	Exempt	the	
Tongass	 from	application	of	 the	Roadless	Rule	 for	 the	reasons	given	by	the	State	 in	 its	 January	19,	2018	
Petition.	 As	 noted	 in	 the	 Coalition’s	 Comments	 every	 Alaska	 Governor	 and	 Congressional	 Delegation	
member	since	the	Roadless	Rule	was	promulgated	in	2001	has	supported	Total	Exemption	of	the	Tongass	
from	the	Roadless	Rule.		
	
BACKGROUND	
	
AMA	has	consistently	supported	a	full	exemption	of	the	Tongass,	as	it	comprises	16.9	million	acres	of	the	
landmass	of	Southeast	Alaska,	and	is	endowed	with	mineral	wealth	that	supported	the	initial	industrial	
developments	of	the	Alaska	territory.	Early	mines	included	the	Treadwell	Mine	in	Douglas	and	the	Alaska	
Juneau	Mine	in	Juneau,	and	today,	mineral	wealth	continues	to	be	extracted	at	two	major	operating	mines	
near	Juneau;	Greens	Creek	and	Kensington.		
	
USDA	and	Congress	have	always	treated	management	of	the	Tongass	as	special	and	different	from	other	
national	forests:	the	Tongass	Timber	Act	of	1947	specifically	authorized	commercial	timber	harvest	on	the	
Tongass.	The	Alaska	Native	Claims	Settlement	Act	(ANCSA)	of	1971	directed	how	the	50-year	contracts	on	
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the	Tongass	would	interact	with	the	transfer	of	lands	on	the	Tongass	to	the	
ownership	of	Native	Corporations.		
	
In	early	2019,	AMA	provided	comments	to	the	USDA	endorsing	comments	made	by	the	State	of	Alaska	to	
the	Secretary	of	Agriculture	in	its	January	19,	2018	“Petition	for	USDA	Rulemaking	to	Exempt	the	Tongass	
National	Forest	from	the	Application	of	the	Roadless	Rule	and	other	Actions”	which:	1)	explained	the	
enduring	significance	of	USDA’s	2003	Record	of	Decision	(ROD)	that	totally	exempted	the	Tongass	National	
Forest	(Tongass)	from	the	application	of	the	2001	Roadless	Rule;	2)	explained	that	after	analyzing	the	
requirements	and	limitations	of	the	Alaska	National	Interest	Lands	Conservation	Act	(ANILCA)	and	the	
Tongass	Timber	Reform	Act	(TTRA)	“the	USDA	concluded	that	the	best	way	to	implement	the	spirit	and	
letter	of	these	laws	was	to	exempt	the	Tongass	from	the	Roadless	Rule;”	3)	explained	that	USDA	also	
concluded	that	exempting	the	Tongass	was	consistent	with	the	intent	of	Congress,	but	also	with	sound	
management	of	the	Tongass	because	roadless	areas	in	the	Tongass	are	adequately	protected	without	
adding	the	additional	barriers	of	the	Roadless	Rule;	4)	explained	that	even	without	the	Roadless	Rule	only	
about	four	percent	of	the	Tongass	is	designated	as	suitable	for	timber	harvest;	5)	described	the	litigation	
regarding	the	2001	Roadless	Rule	and	the	2003	Roadless	Rule	including	the	Department	of	Justice’s	
rational	for	its	aggressive	defense	of	USDA’s	2003	ROD;	6)	explained	why	the	serious	socioeconomic	
consequences		to	Alaskans	and	complying	ANILCA	and	TTRA	are	as	compelling	today	for	totally	exempting	
the	Tongass	from	the	Roadless	Rule	as	they	were	when	offered	by	USDA	for	that	purpose	in	2003;	and	7)	
explained	why	the	Secretary	should	direct	the	United	States	Forest	Service	(Forest	Service)	to	commence	a	
Tongass	Land	Management	Plan	(TLMP)	revision	or	amendment	to	remove	provisions	of	the	Roadless	Rule	
that	have	been	incorporated	into	the	2016	Tongass	Transition	Plan.		
	
We	agree	with	the	Coalition	that	Total	Exemption	would	exchange	the	Roadless	Rule’s	inflexible	national	
prohibitions	on	access	and	development	in	the	Tongass,	for	the	more	flexible	TLMP	process.	Since	the	goal	
of	the	2016	Tongass	Transition	Plan	is	to	foster	change,	it	is	only	logical	to	use	the	more	flexible	land	
planning	system	to	accommodate	to	achieve	that	goal.	The	undersigned	also	agrees	with	the	State	and	the	
Coalition	that	the	Secretary	should	direct	the	Forest	Service	to	revise	or	amend	TLMP	to	remove	the	
provisions	of	the	Roadless	Rule	that	have	been	incorporated	into	the	2016	Tongass	Transition	Plan.		
	
Today,	local,	state,	and	federal	agencies	have	a	host	of	tools	to	manage	forests	and	protect	the	environment.	
In	addition,	6.8	million	acres	of	the	Tongass	were	designated	by	Congress	as	Wilderness	or	other	
restrictive	land	use	categories,	ensuring	the	lands	are	not	subject	to	development.	Congress	passed	over	
the	remaining	areas	so	they	could	support	local	employment,	including	year-around	timber	manufacturing	
jobs	in	a	region	where	there	are	minimal	state	or	private	timberlands	available	to	the	mills.		
	
Accordingly,	we	believe	a	full	exemption	is	fully	appropriate	and	necessary	for	the	Tongass.		The	business	
community,	State	of	Alaska,	and	thousands	of	Alaskans	stand	in	support	of	a	total	exemption,	and	we	urge	
you	to	adopt	Alternative	in	your	final	Decision.	
	
Thank	you	for	the	opportunity	to	comment.			
	
Sincerely,		

	
	
Deantha	Crockett	
Executive	Director	
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      THE ALASKA ROADLESS RULE COALITION 
 
ALASKA CHAMBER, THE ALASKA FOREST ASSOCIATION, THE ALASKA 
MINERS ASSOCIATION, THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF 
ALASKA, THE RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL OF ALASKA, INC., 
THE ALASKA SUPPORT INDUSTRY ALLIANCE, THE CITY OF 
KETCHIKAN, FIRST THINGS FIRST ALASKA FOUNDATION, HYAK 
MINING CO., THE JUNEAU CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, COASTAL 
HELICOPTERS, INC. THE KETCHIKAN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, RED 
DIAMOND MINING COMPANY, THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA POWER 
AGENCY, THE SOUTHEAST CONFERENCE, ALASKA ELECTRIC LIGHT & 
POWER, ALASKA MARINE LINES, ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE, 
TYLER RENTAL, FIRST BANK, AND SOUTHEAST STEVEDORING INC. 
 
December 16, 2019  
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
P.O. Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802–1628. 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule. 
 
INTRODUCTION  
The undersigned broad coalition of entities, with very diverse interests, is writing to 
comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule noticed in the Federal Register on October 30, 2019.  
These DEIS comments represent the views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska 
Forest Association, the Alaska Miners Association, the Associated General 
Contractors of Alaska, the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the 
Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak 
Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of Commerce, Coastal Helicopters, Inc. the 
Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining 
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Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency, the Southeast Conference, Alaska 
Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines, Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler 
Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring Inc. 
As a Coalition that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and 
associations having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of 
Alaskans, we join the State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in 
urging the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt the entire Tongass 
National Forest from application of the 2001 Roadless Rule for the reasons given by 
former Governor Bill Walker in his January 19, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking 
(Petition). Every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation member since the 
Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total Exemption of the 
Tongass from the 2001 Roadless Rule.  
The Coalition appreciates the fact that the Secretary selected Alternative 6 – Total 
Exemption – as the preferred alternative because: 
 [T]he Department [gave] substantial weight to the State’s policy preferences 
 as expressed in the incoming Petition. The State’s preference to emphasize 
 rural economic development is consistent with the findings of the Interagency 
 Task Force on Agricultural and Rural Prosperity established by Executive 
 Order 13790 (issued April 25,2017). USDA recognizes that ensuring rural 
 Americans can achieve a high quality of life is one of the foundations of 
 prosperity. That State’s views on how to balance economic development and 
 environmental protection offer valuable insight when making management 
 decisions concerning NFS land in Alaska.1 
The Coalition also appreciates the fact that Total Exemption has also been USDA’s 
policy preference for managing the Tongass since its 2003 Rulemaking 
because: “[T]he social and economic hardships to Southeast Alaska outweigh the 
potential long-term ecological benefits because the Tongass Forest plan adequately 
provides for the ecological sustainability of the Tongass.”2 This policy determination 
has never been changed by the Department.   
Importantly, Total Exemption would exchange the 2001 Roadless Rule’s inflexible 
prohibitions on access and development in the Tongass, for the more flexible 
Tongass National Forest Planning process. Since the goal of the 2016 Tongass 

 

1 The right-side column on page 55523 USDA’s Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
(NPRM). 
2 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
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Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land 
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. As USDA correctly states: 

 [T]he proposed rule would return decision-making authority to the Forest 
 Service, allowing decisions concerning timber harvest, road construction and 
 roadless area management on the Tongass National Forest to be made by local 
 officials on a case by case basis.3  

 USDA made the same point in its 2003 Rule: “Accomplishment of social, 
economic, and biological goals can best be met through the management direction 
established through the Tongass Forest Plan.”4 

The Coalition appreciates the fact that the USDA intends to advance Roadless 
Priority for Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5 as part of the rulemaking: 
  
 The Roadless Priority ARA is similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule but is less 
 restrictive and addresses Alaska-specific concerns. Specifically, it provides 
 for infrastructure development to connect and support local communities, and 
 road construction/reconstruction for access to renewable energy and leasable 
 minerals. The leasable minerals exception provides for geothermal, oil, gas, 
 and/or coal development. In addition, the Roadless Priority ARA includes 
 specific exceptions that, while they are allowed under the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
 are included to improve overall clarity.5 

Unfortunately, there is a major disconnect between these goals and the language 
used in Appendix G to implement them.  As discussed in detail below, Alternatives 
2 -5 of Appendix G do not include the mandatory authorization language proposed 
by the Citizen’s Advisory Committee (CAC)  to implement the new Road 
Exceptions 8-16 that the CAC proposed be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and to 

 

3 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. USDA also correctly recognizes 
that the “proposed exemption would allow forest plan direction to guide other 
access needs that support isolated rural communities in the unique island 
archipelago environment of the Tongass National Forest. Id. at 55524. 
4 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
5 DEIS Executive Summary at 5. 
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implement the new Timber Cutting Exceptions 1-8 proposed by the CAC to be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. (The CAC proposed language is set out on pages 7 and 8 and 
pages 8-10, respectively, of the attached CAC Report).  Instead of the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language (which was to be included in each of the 
Alternatives 2 – 5),6 USDA has retained exactly the same regulatory language that 
is in the current 2001 Roadless Rule. It thereby retains exactly the same the 
regulatory uncertainty and cumbersome process currently in place that inhibits 
access otherwise authorized by federal law (e.g. the Mining Act of 1872 and the 
Federal Power Act) within Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). 

It is remarkable that not one of Appendix G’s alternatives 2 – 5 contains the CAC’s 
mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road Exceptions 
and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions. 7  The Coalition requests an 
explanation from USDA for rejecting the CAC’s recommended changes in favor of 
retaining the current language in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12 and 36 C.F.R. § 294.13.   

Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC 
recommendations  is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional 
Delegation and the Coalition sought this rulemaking, and because Total 
Exemption (alternative 6) is the only alternative that would result in 
implementation of these recommendations, the Coalition strongly urges USDA 
to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption Alternative – as the Final Rule. 
 
Finally, as more fully explained in the State’s Petition for Rulemaking and other 
Agency Action, even Total Exemption will provide very little relief from the 2001 
Roadless Rule.  In 2016, USDA revised the Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (TLMP) and duplicated most of the most onerous restrictions of 

 
6 See page 4 of CAC Report. 
7 Consideration of alternatives is “the heart of the environmental impact statement.”  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.14. “[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with 
the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient to 
permit a reasoned choice.”   Alaska Wilderness Recreation v. Morrison, 67 F.3d 
723, 729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting Idaho Conservation League v. Mumma, 956 F.2d 
1508, 1520 (9th Cir.1992)). The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC’s 
mandatory authorization language to implement its New Road Exceptions 8 – 16 
and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should 
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS. 
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the Roadless Rule as independent provisions in the TLMP.  Therefore, even with a 
Total Exemption, most of the roadless restrictions continue to live on as TLMP 
provisions. This is why the State’s petition asked for rule making and for a plan 
revision consistent with the Tongass Exemption.  Although the Secretary granted the 
rulemaking petition, he has not yet acted on the TLMP revision. Both are needed. 
The Coalition urges the Secretary to also commence a TLMP Plan revision 
consistent with Total Exemption.  
 
BACKGROUND 

Application of the 2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass. 
 
USDA’s preferred approach was to exempt the Tongass when it promulgated its 
interim Roadless Rule in 1999. After continuing to propose exempting the Tongass 
in the draft and the final EIS, it was not until the final decision in the 2001 Record 
of Decision (ROD), that USDA unexpectedly fully and immediately applied the 
2001 Roadless Rule to the Tongass.  

The State of Alaska sued (and numerous communities and statewide and regional 
organizations and businesses intervened in support of the litigation) on grounds 
including that application of the Roadless Rule to the Tongass violated the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) and the Tongass 
Timber Reform Act of 1990 (TTRA).  

Moreover, the Tongass did not fit the Purpose and Need for the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
The Clinton Administration justified the 2001 Roadless Rule on the ground that there 
was a Need for a national level “whole picture” review of National Forest roadless 
areas because: “Local management planning efforts may not always recognize the 
significance of inventoried roadless areas.”  

But, unlike all other National Forests subject to the Roadless Rule, the Tongass had 
undergone two Congressional reviews and a Washington Office, Secretarial review 
in 1999 that collectively set aside over 6.8 million acres of Tongass roadless areas 
as Wilderness and other restrictive land use categories prior to promulgation of the 
Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule’s Purpose and Need statement did not explain 
why a fourth review of the Tongass roadless areas was needed to achieve the 
objectives of the Roadless Rule.  
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The 2003 USDA Rulemaking Temporarily Exempting the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In 2003 the USDA settled the litigation with the State by agreeing to temporarily 
exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. USDA recognized:  

 Of the 32 communities in the region, 29 are unconnected to the nation’s 
 highway system. Most are surrounded by marine waters and undeveloped 
 National Forest System land. The potential for economic development of 
 these communities is closely linked to the ability to build roads and rights of 
 way for utilities to roadless areas of the National Forest System.8 

 USDA observed: 

 Roadless areas are common, not rare, on the Tongass National Forest, and 
 most Southeast communities are significantly impacted by the roadless rule. 
 The Department believes that exempting the Tongass from the prohibitions in 
 the roadless rule is consistent with the congressional direction and intent in 
 the ANILCA and TTRA legislation.9 

USDA stated: 

The Department now believes that, considered together, the abundance of 
roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of roadless values included in 
the Tongass Forest Plan, and the socioeconomic costs and hardships to local 
communities of applying the roadless rule’s prohibitions to the Tongass, 
outweigh any additional potential long-term ecological benefits; and therefore 
warrant treating the Tongass differently from the national forests outside of 
Alaska.10 
 

After reviewing ANILCA and the TTRA, USDA found:  
  
 The final rule reflects the Department’s assessment of how to best implement 
 the letter and spirit of congressional direction along with public values, in 

 

8 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75139. 
9 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141. 
10 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75144. 
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 light of the abundance of roadless values on the Tongass, the protection of 
 roadless values already included in the Tongass Forest Plan, and the 
 socioeconomic costs to local communities of applying the roadless rule’s 
 prohibitions.11 
 
Accordingly, USDA identified total exemption of the Tongass as the best alternative 
during its 2003 Rulemaking because:  
 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. Approximately 90 percent of the 
16.8 million acres in the Tongass National Forest is roadless and undeveloped. 
Over three-quarters (78 percent) of these 16.8 million acres are either 
Congressionally designated or managed under the forest plan as areas where 
timber harvest and road construction are not allowed. About four percent are 
designated suitable for commercial timber harvest, with about half of that area 
(300,000 acres) contained within inventoried roadless areas.12  

 
In its 2003 Rulemaking USDA determined that the Tongass is, and will continue to 
be, roadless even without the Roadless Rule and that a far greater percentage of the 
Tongass would remain roadless even without the Roadless Rule than exists in nearly 
all other National Forests.13  

 
11 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75142. USDA agrees in its current 
rulemaking that: “The existing Forest Plan and other conservation measures would 
continue to provide protections that allow roadless values to prevail on the Tongass 
National Forest. 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55524. 
12 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 75141-75142. 
13 68 Fed. Reg. December 30, 2003 75136 at 139. 
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USDA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) vigorously defended the Tongass 
Exemption when environmental groups challenged it in 2009. USDA argued that 
“the Tongass Exemption was a well-reasoned decision, supported by the evidence” 
and that after reweighing the same economic, social and environmental factors 
considered in the 2001 ROD, USDA concluded that the roadless values on the 
Tongass could be protected and social and economic impacts minimized by 
exempting the Tongass. (USDA Brief at 1 – 4). 

Accordingly, the above policy determination has not been changed by the 
Department of Agriculture or overturned by a Court. Total Exemption remains the 
best option today as it was in 2003. 

Nevertheless, in March 2011 the Federal District Court for the District of Alaska 
invalidated the 2003 Tongass Exemption on an Administrative Procedure Act (APA) 
process point. The Court held that in its 2003 rulemaking exempting the Tongass 
from the Roadless Rule, USDA had failed to adequately justify its change in policy 
from applying the Roadless Rule to the Tongass in 2001. The State of Alaska 
appealed and prevailed on the process point before a three-judge panel of the Ninth 
Circuit, only to lose 6 – 5 on the process point before an en banc panel of the Ninth 
Circuit in 2015. 

Alaska again filed suit against the Roadless Rule and its application to the Tongass 
in August 2011. That case is fully briefed and before the D.C. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. It has been held in abeyance pending the outcome of this rulemaking. 

Alaska’s 2018 Petition for Rulemaking to Again Exempt the Tongass from the 
Roadless Rule. 

In January 2018 then Governor Bill Walker petitioned USDA Secretary Sonny 
Perdue to engage in rulemaking “to permanently exempt the Tongass National 
Forest from application of the Roadless Rule.” On January 18, 2018 the State filed 
a Petition with the Secretary of Agriculture for “rulemaking to permanently exempt 
the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule. The State’s Petition correctly 
observes: 

The rationale USDA provided for exempting the Tongass in the 2003 ROD 
and again in the 2010 USDA Brief remains valid today. The extensive damage 
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resulting from the application of the Roadless Rule to the economic and social 
fabric of Southeast Alaska remains as real today as it was 15 years ago, while 
the Tongass roadless values remain more than adequately protected without 
the Roadless Rule. Therefore, for the reasons more fully explained below, the 
State of Alaska respectfully requests that the Secretary of Agriculture grant 
this petition and direct the USDA and USFS to immediately undertake 
rulemaking to consider once again exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 
Rule.14 

In June 2018 the Secretary of Agriculture “agreed to address the State’s concerns on 
roadless area management and economic development opportunities in Southeast 
Alaska.” (October 17, 2019 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) Fed Reg. Vol 
84, No.201 55523).  

As reported in the NPRM 15  Governor Walker appointed a Citizen’ Advisory 
Committee (CAC) “to present a written report on the rulemaking process to the 
Governor and State Forester, which included options for a state-specific roadless 
rule.” “[R]ecommendations from the Committee informed the State of Alaska’s 
input, as a cooperating agency, to the Forest Service in the development of 
alternatives.” Id. 

It consisted of 13 members who were “intended to represent a diversity of 
perspectives, including Alaska Native Corporations and tribes, fishing, timber, 
conservation, tourism, utilities, mining, transportation, local government, and the 
Alaska Division of Forestry.”  Id. 

TOTAL EXEMPTION WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT 
TIMBER HARVEST OR CLEARCUTTING 
Many commenters at public meetings have expressed concern about USDA adopting 
Total Exemption as the Alaska specific Rule in the belief that there are no other 
protections in place for salmon, clean water, wildlife and untouched landscapes. 
These commenters are concerned that Total Exemption will result in wide-spread 
clearcutting which will adversely affect these Alaska values.  

 
14 State’s January 18, 2018 Petition for Rulemaking at page 2. 
15 84 Fed. Reg. October 17, 2019 55522 at 55523. 
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This is not the case. The 6.8 million acres of Congressional designations made in 
ANILCA and the TTRA remain in place. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan remains 
in place along with regulations governing forest management and timber sales 
required by the National Forest Management Act.  In addition, all significant 
projects, including timber sales, remain subject to NEPA review. 

Actual experience with timber sales in the Tongass demonstrates that the concerns 
about increased clearcutting are ill-founded. The 2008 Amended TLMP was in effect 
when the Tongass Exemption was enjoined in March 2011. Because they were in 
Roadless Areas, approximately 185,000 acres of forest land available for timber 
sales in the 2008 Amended TLMP were designated as unsuitable for timber 
production by the elimination of the Exemption.  

As explained in the middle column on page 55524 USDA’s NPRM, total exemption 
will only restore those 185,000 acres to the suitable timber land base which will do 
nothing more than restore flexibility to the timber sale program by allowing more 
economic timber to be offered for sale: 

 The analysis set out in the DEIS indicates that removal of regulatory roadless 
 designations and prohibitions on the Tongass National Forest would not cause 
 a substantial loss of roadless protection. The proposed rule would effectively 
 bring only 185,000 acres (∼2%) out of 9.2 million designated as inventoried 
 roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest into the set of lands that may 
 be considered for timber harvest. When examined in 2016, the Forest Service 
 projected that only 17,000 acres of old-growth and 11,800 acres of young-
 growth might be harvested over the next 100 years. That modest addition of 
 suitable timber lands would allow local managers greater flexibility in the 
 selection and design of future timber sale areas. This improved flexibility 
 could, in turn, improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 
 sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural 
 economies. Despite the proposed regulatory exemption, the remaining 9 
 million acres would not be scheduled or expected to be subject to timber 
 harvest activities. 

Restoring 185,000 acres of forest land to the suitable timber base will allow the 
Forest Service to produce and offer more economic timber sales. Removing the 
Roadless Rule restrictions will also enable the normal timber sale planning process 
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to resume.  However, because most of the infrastructure for large scale timber 
harvest has long ago left Alaska, there will likely be little more timber harvest after 
Total Exemption than there was before the Exemption was removed in 2011. 

In short, a significant portion of the opposition to Total Exemption is based upon 
unfounded fears of the environmental effects of large-scale clearcutting which is 
based upon inaccurate information and not supported by USDA rules governing 
timber sales. We urge USDA to clarify this for the public. 

BECAUSE THE CAC EXCEPTIONS WERE DISREGARDED BY 
USDA IN ALTERNATIVES 2 – 5 OF APPENDIX G OF THE DEIS, 
TOTAL EXEMPTION IS THE ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT 
IMPLEMENTS THE EXCEPTIONS TO THE ROADLESS RULE 
PROPOSED BY THE CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
  
The CAC developed comprehensive new exceptions (and mandatory language to 
implement them) that it recommended be included in each Alaska-specific Roadless 
Rule alternative (2 – 5) set out in the DEIS, other than the “No Action” alternative: 

          Roadless Area Exceptions Across the Forest 

The Committee developed a list of exceptions that serve as an integral part of 
 each of the four options.  

While the land base options vary, the Committee members agreed to include 
 the Roadless Area exceptions for analysis in all of the options put forward 
 by the Committee. (Page 4). (Emphasis added). 

For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road 
access to mining (so long as it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228) included in 
each alternative 2 – 5: 

Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
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However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most 
developmentally oriented of the alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides 
no change: 

 §294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section, 
 a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area 
 designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official determines that 
 one or more of the following circumstances exist: 

(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as 
provided for by statute16 or treaty; 

This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001 
Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R. §294.12 (b)(3) that the CAC was trying to change: 

 A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for 
 by statute or treaty; 

This failure to change current requirements is replicated throughout each alternative.  
The CAC’s mandatory exception language that the State provided to USDA along 
with the exceptions listed below was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix 
G, alternatives 2 - 5). Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber 
harvest exception is preceded by the words “if the Responsible Official determines 
that …  a road is needed,” thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service’s 
“Responsible Official” to decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for 
doing so.  

This is the existing situation already maintained by the “No Action” alternative. It is 
exactly what the CAC recommendations sought to change in order to provide 
regulatory certainty and predictability.  Accordingly, the relief from the Roadless 
Rule access prohibitions that the CAC exceptions listed below were intended to 
provide for communities, renewable energy, and mining can only be achieved 
by adopting the Total Exemption alternative as the Final Rule in the ROD. 

 

16 Reasonable access mineral operations authorized by the United States mining 
laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.). Road access is authorized in non-IRA areas if the 
applicant meets the environmental and other criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228. 
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Because attaining the social and economic benefits of the CAC recommendations17  
is the reason the State of Alaska, its Congressional Delegation and the Coalition 
sought this rulemaking, and because Total Exemption (alternative 6) is the only 
alternative that would result in implementation of these recommendations, the 
Coalition strongly urges USDA to adopt Alternative 6 – the Total Exemption 
Alternative. 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CAC RECOMMENDATIONS IS 
NEEDED TO PROVIDE REASONABLE ACCESS IN THE 
TONGASS FOR COMMUNITIES, RENEWABLE ENERGY, AND 
MINING. TOTAL EXEMPTION (ALTERNATIVE 6) IS THE 
ONLY ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD RESULT IN 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
 

1. Road Exception 8 (page 7): Roads in Transportation Utility System 
(TUS) corridors identified in the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan 
(SATP) for development and/or essential for reservation for the 
connection of communities and development of the regional 
transportation system shall be permitted. Adjustment of these TUS 
corridors shall be allowed outside of the corridor or easement if it 
provides a lower cost alternative or provides an alignment that is the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The effort to construct a road from the existing Prince of Wales (POW) road system 
to the proposed mine prospects near Niblack and Bokan Mountain illustrates the 
need to implement this recommendation. With the decline of timber industry jobs, 
the City of Craig petitioned the Congressional Delegation to introduce HR 587 to 
authorize construction of a road through POW IRAs to the Niblack and Bokan 
Mountain sites to allow its residents and businesses to commute to the mines for 
work. The Forest Service cited the cost of a road and the impact on the Prince of 
Wales IRAs as reasons to have such workers be transported by boat instead.  

 

17 USDA cited these social and economic benefits as the reason for Totally 
Exempting the Tongass in its 2003 Rulemaking. 
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Because Southeast Alaska is an archipelago, marine access will always be an 
available non-road alternative; however, marine access is rarely an affordable or 
functional solution for the underdeveloped transportation and utility systems in the 
region.  Where the Forest Service looks at costs of a road and impacts to the national 
forest, the communities and businesses that exist and operate in the Tongass look at 
the higher costs, lower dependability, and increased safety risks by connecting the 
communities through marine links.  The Roadless Rule’s effect of driving all 
constructed development towards the marine environment is not a wise or 
sustainable solution for the communities and businesses of Southeast Alaska. 

Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 8. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

2. Road Exception 15 (page 8): A road for transportation, communication, 
and utility infrastructure and maintenance shall be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

The Swan-Tyee Intertie (STI) is an example of a transmission project that, because 
of no road access, resulted in very high construction costs..  With road access for 
construction prohibited by the Forest Service, it was necessary to use helicopters to 
construct the STI transmission line. This resulted in construction costs of about $2 
million dollars/mile.  The STI is 57 miles long and the total construction cost 
including permitting, design, etc. was about $110 million.   
 
Of more significance are the recurring costs to maintain a line without road 
access.  The rights-of way (ROW) for these lines must be maintained and brushed 
continually.  The structures must be inspected on a rotating annual basis.  Restoring 
service in the event of damage to conductor or poles can be incredibly challenging, 
resulting in delayed response times and more extensive use of diesel back-up 
generation.   With roads, this work can be done by a crew in a truck.  Without roads, 
this work must be helicopter supported, which not only is incredibly expensive, but 
may not be possible in the type of inclement weather likely to result in damage to 
outside plant. 
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Southeast Alaska lacks a unified transmission system, and transmission 
interconnections to the North American grid system.  Rural communities are forced 
to operate as microgrid utility systems.  The isolated nature of these systems creates 
significant diseconomies of scale, and operational redundancies and inefficiencies.  
For example, each community must have its own diesel generation facilities for 
backup/supplemental generation.   
Some communities have hydropower projects which experience seasonal 
overabundances of energy, and “spill” water while other communities burn diesel 
fuel as a primary source of generation.  This arrangement is also incredibly 
inefficient from a resource planning and cost-optimization perspective; instead of 
using a system of capital rationing to select the most cost-effective renewable energy 
project to meet the needs of multiple communities throughout the region, multiple 
planners in southeast Alaska’s fragment utility landscape must locate multiple 
smaller projects, and seek-out grants, capital appropriations, and low-interest loans 
needed to make them feasible.  Each community must have its own one-off solution. 
In a large grid system, the incremental energy needs of rural communities can, in 
aggregate, support development of commercial-scale renewables offering better 
economies of scale, and more affordable wholesale prices.  In a fragmented utility 
environment such as that which is effectuated by the Roadless Rule, each community 
must develop its own dedicated generation facilities.   Finding technically and 
financially feasible renewable energy projects which are not inaccessible due to the 
Roadless Rule, and which provide a delivery profile coincident with incremental 
demand, is particularly challenging.  As a result, many communities rely upon 
diesel-based generation to meet incremental energy needs; a costly alternative which 
undermines possibilities for new economic development, and community growth 
and sustainability.   
Were more transmission interconnections throughout southeast Alaska possible, 
communities could dispatch existing renewable assets more economically, and 
commercial-scale projects could be developed in response to the aggregated demand 
of multiple rural communities.  Businesses undertaking duly authorized resource 
development activities could plan proactively for interconnection to community 
utility systems, helping to improve economies of scale, and contributing to more 
affordable community energy rates.  Redundant diesel generation facilities could be 
minimized. And, with interconnections to the north American grid system, southeast 
Alaska could benefit from buying and selling energy in spot markets, or through 
long-term contracts with utilities and independent power producers, creating 
additional revenue for rural communities.  In addition, transmission lines that do not 
have road access also must have helicopter pads near the structures.  These pads will 
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have to be maintained and brushed every few years.  This work must be done by 
helicopter which, as stated, is very expensive.   
All the operating and maintenance costs associated with conducting operations in 
the margins of the Roadless Rule are ultimately paid by Southeast Alaska’s 
ratepayers.  There is no Federal appropriation to underwrite the incremental cost of 
conducting extraordinary operational activities necessary to accommodate the 
Roadless Rule. 
In a nutshell, the lack of roads dramatically increases the cost of construction for 
transmission projects and dramatically drives up the operation and maintenance 
costs.  As a result, utility ratepayers pay for the Roadless Rule, and to provide a 
purported “roadless benefit” to others. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 15. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 
 

3. Road Exception 10 (page 7): A road to access Congressionally-authorized 
Southeastern Alaska Intertie System Plan Routes (PL 106-511, February 
1, 2001) as identified in report #97-01 of the Southeast Conference shall 
be permitted. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

On November 13, 2000, two months prior to the January 12, 2001 ROD, Congress 
authorized a Southeast Alaska-wide intertie.18 Remarkably, neither Public Law 106-
511 nor Report #97–01 of the Southeast Conference − which Public Law 106-511 
implemented − is referenced in the 2001 Roadless Rule. It does not mention the 
power cost savings and economic development benefits the Southeast Alaska Intertie 
program could bring to rural communities if not for the Roadless Rule. 
Given the fact that there are 9.2 million acres of IRAs in the Tongass and 6.8 million 
acres of Wilderness and other Congressionally-designated land set asides on the 
Tongass National Forest, it is highly probable that the new hydropower and other 
renewable energy projects needed to provide lower cost power to remote mining 
operations and rural communities throughout Southeast Alaska and other markets 
are being prohibited, or made more difficult to access and develop, because they are 
located in IRAs and Wilderness and Congressionally set aside Areas and because 

 
18 Pub. Law 106-511, 114 Stat. 2365 (Nov. 13, 2000). 
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the power lines needed to distribute that power will need to cross IRAs and 
Wilderness Congressionally set aside Areas. 
This loses, without reason, the synergies that can exist among mining, renewable 
energy and community energy costs. For example, the Greens Creek Mine is an 
interruptible power customer of AEL&P that will take any power – up to the 
operating needs of the mine – not otherwise sold to others. Greens Creek consumes 
a huge base load that reduces the cost of electricity to Juneau consumers.  The 
revenue produced through this arrangement is returned to AEL&P’s customers in 
the form of cost-savings.  If the mine goes away, electricity rates to the community 
of Juneau would increase by approximately 24%.   
Currently in the Final Rule, there are seven exceptions19 in subsection (b) of 36 
C.F.R. § 294.12 pursuant to which a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an 
inventoried roadless area (notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of § 
294.12) if the Responsible Official determines that one of those seven exceptions 
exists. In addition to CAC New Exception (8) suggested in Section 1 above, the 
Coalition urges that CAC new Road Exception 10 should be added to those seven 
exceptions in 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b) in the Final Rule. 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 10. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

4. Road Exception 13 (page 8): A road to access hydropower and renewable 
energy projects and their transmission infrastructure, including their 
maintenance, shall be permitted in the same way as if the application for 
the road to access such projects were being permitted on non-IRA 
National Forest lands. Renewable energy includes energy that is collected 
from renewable resources, which are naturally replenished on a human 
timescale, such as sunlight, wind, rain, tides, waves, geothermal heat, 
biomass, or other forms of energy. 
 
EXPLANATION: 

a. Background 
Hydropower has been used in Southeast Alaska for over 120 years. Given the federal 
government’s involvement in the construction of Southeast Alaska hydropower 
facilities, including the Forest Service’s role in permitting processes, USDA 

 
19 66 Fed Reg. supra, at page 3272. 
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certainly was aware of the Tongass’ hydropower potential when the 2001 Roadless 
Rule was applied to the Tongass. 
As discussed to some extent in sections 2 and 3, above, local renewable energy is 
important to Southeast Alaska because it will often be more economic and 
environmentally preferred than imported diesel-based generation to power 
communities and mines in rural Southeast Alaska.  The possibility of affordable 
renewable energy also supports business growth, recruitment, and retention, and 
helps render industrial-scale development more economic.20  
However, the 2001 Roadless Rule is fatally flawed, because it did not include a 
commercially reasonable or realistic renewable energy resource plan and failed to 
recognize pre-existing power site classifications and other potential renewable 
energy resources on the Tongass such as hydropower, geothermal, wind or other 
renewable energy sites. Instead, the 2001 Roadless Rule actually impedes utilities’ 
ability to provide responsible, reliable, and renewable energy at a low cost by 
limiting the options to construct and maintain transmission lines in Southeast 
Alaska.  
For example, in 2008 and 2009, Juneau experienced a financial emergency after 
avalanches tore down the Snettisham Transmission Line 
(https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html).  In the wake of these 
disasters, AEL&P evaluated mitigation options to prevent or reduce the impact of 
future events, and the utility submitted a response plan to the Forest Service which 
included a request to build two access routes for equipment to travel approximately 
1,000’ from tidewater to transmission towers subject to high avalanche or landslide 
risk.  The Forest Service approved nearly all aspects of the response plan, including 
the construction of earthen dams to protect selected towers, but the agency excluded 
approval for the access routes, instead stating that AEL&P could submit a separate 
application for that request.  After subsequent consultation with the agency, AEL&P 
declined to incur the cost of submitting a separate application for the proposed access 
points because the Forest Service indicated it would not approve their construction 
in an IRA.   

 

20 The possibility of an interconnection to the North American grid should be 
examined to determine whether Southeast Alaska’s hydropower potential 
could make a meaningful contribution to meeting clean energy requirements 
in the greater North American grid while providing high-quality jobs to 
residents of southeast Alaska. 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/20/us/20Juneau.html
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This invalidated the approved parts of the plan at those locations because the 
alternative to access from tidewater required the use of a heavy-lift helicopter, which 
cannot deliver the equipment necessary to build an earthen dam.   
Should future emergency repairs to the affected towers be required, the Forest 
Service’s failure to approve access from tidewater to transmission towers across an 
IRA may unnecessarily prolong the use of back-up diesel generation because heavy-
lift helicopters are often not readily available to move the equipment and may not 
have the lift power to do so. 
Another example is the Kake – Petersburg transmission line for which the Forest 
Service failed to authorize a pioneer road for construction adding to the project cost. 

b. The Absence of a Workable TUS LUD on the Tongass.  

The 1947 Waterpower of Southeast Alaska Report, conducted in part with the Forest 
Service, identified over 200 such potential hydropower sites in Southeast Alaska, 
many of which could have been accessed through the 2008 Forest Plan’s 
Transportation and Utility System (TUS)  Land Use Designation (LUD) corridors. 
Under the former TUS LUD (that was in effect prior to adoption of the 2016 Tongass 
Transition Plan) the management proscriptions for developing utility lines and 
maintenance roads remained dormant in the Forest Plan’s TUS LUD corridors (that 
connect the Tongass communities to each other and to the Canadian road and utility 
grid) until a utility or road project had all environmental permits for construction.  
This “springing” LUD was a sound method that allowed the Forest Service to 
manage its patchwork of interconnected LUDs, while also allowing for the 
development of linear construction projects to cross the patchwork of other LUDs 
without having to zigzag facility locations to avoid a particular area. The Forest 
Service’s removal of the TUS LUD corridors during the 2016 TLMP Amendment 
process adds further to the permitting challenges for developing utilities and an 
energy export industry in Southeast Alaska. The current restrictions on development 
are compounded by the Remote Recreation LUD and the 2001 Roadless Rule.  

c. Ambiguity Regarding Future Hydropower Projects  
Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97- 
01, will be subject to the prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 
(“The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access 
and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility 
company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to the terms of the existing 
permit or contract.”) (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within that 
exception.  
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Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 
1indicates that for “[s]pecial-use authorizations (such as communications sites, 
electric transmission lines, pipelines),” existing facilities are not affected but “future 
developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one 
of the exceptions applies.”21  
There is a short discussion in the Rule’s Preamble regarding application of § 294-14 
(a) to continued access to existing facilities operated by utilities: 

The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights 
of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to ensure 
safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.22  

Because there is no mention of future utilities, or any mention of hydropower, the 
application of the inclusio unus, exclusion alterus canon of construction, would 
mean that the 2001 Roadless Rule does not allow new roads for such development. 
The response to comments discussion in the Preamble leads to the same conclusion 
that road construction in support of future hydropower projects is prohibited in 
IRAs: 

Comment on Exiting Authorized Activities. Some respondents were 
concerned about the impact of the rule on special uses and requested 
clarification regarding the ability to construct or maintain roads in 
inventoried roadless areas to access electric power lines or telephone 
lines, pipelines, hydropower facilities, and reservoirs. 

Response. Section 294.14(a) of the proposed rule stated that the rule 
would not suspend or modify any existing permit, contract, or other 
legal instrument authorizing the use and occupancy of the National 
Forest System lands. Existing authorized uses would be allowed to 
maintain and operate within the parameters of their current 
authorization, including any provisions regarding access.23 

Finally, Table 1, attached to the Final Rule, summarizes the costs and benefits of the 
Final Rule, describes the impact of the Final Rule on “Special Use authorizations 
(such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)” as follows: 
“Current use and occupancies not affected, future developments requiring 

 

21 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added).  
22 66 Fed. Reg. supra., at page 3256. (Emphasis added). 
23 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3259. (Emphasis added). 
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roads excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions 
applies.”24  
It is thus clear that in promulgating the 2001 Roadless Rule the Forest Service simply 
failed to address the contradiction between Public Law 106-511, Title VI and the 
2001 Roadless Rule. This ambiguity would be resolved by adoption of the Total 
Exemption alternative which in turn will assure road access to all potential 
hydropower sites.  
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Road Exception 13. The Coalition therefore recommends that 
Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

5. Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations 
authorized by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. § 22 et seq.) shall 
be permitted in IRAs if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the 
same way as if the application for the road to access such mineral 
operations were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.  
 
EXPLANATION: 

Road access is needed to access claims and for exploration and mine development 
whether those claims are located within Tongass IRAs or non-IRA Forest land. We 
cannot protect mining opportunities on the Tongass or miners’ rights under the 1872 
Mining Act with geographic Tongass-specific IRA selections because no one knows 
where economic mineralization is until an area is explored to determine size and 
grade.  
The 2001 Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3)) provides an exception to the 
prohibition on road construction in IRAs: “A road is needed pursuant to reserved or 
outstanding rights, or as provided for by statute or treaty.” But there are simply no 
criteria by which the Responsible Forest Service official determines when a road is 
needed to support mining exploration and development. Thus, what is “reasonable 
access” is completely up to the Forest Supervisor without criteria for deciding. 
“Leaving it up” to the responsible Forest Service official to determine what is 
“reasonable access’ or when a road is “needed” does not adequately protect access 
rights under the Mining Act of 1872. For example, the Quartz Hill Project was 
adjacent to the Misty Fjords Wilderness Study Area. In 1977 the Forest Service 
denied a Special Use Permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 

 
24 66 Fed Reg. supra., at page 3270. 
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5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project, requiring access to be by helicopter. 
SEACC v. Watson, 697 F.2d 1305 (9th Cir. 1983).  
As the opinion shows, six years later Borax still did not have a permit to build the 
road needed to move that volume of ore. Hyak Mining Co. sought to construct a 700-
foot access road from a forest road at the old Puyallup Mine to the Cracker Jack 
group of patented mining claims it owns near Maybeso Creek on Prince of Wales 
Island near Hollis. Reapplication to construct the 700 feet of road was made 
February 12, 2010, but authorization was delayed by the Forest Service because the 
road is adjacent to an IRA  
We are told that notwithstanding the Roadless Rule the Forest Service has issued 59 
permits in IRAs - mostly for mineral exploration. However, 33 of these approved 
non-roaded helicopter supported drilling. Many of these approvals cover drilling the 
same area, but in a different year.  
Non-roaded helicopter supported drilling limits the size of rig and volume of core 
that can be extracted. Thus, without roads, only INITIAL exploration data with 
limited usefulness can be obtained. In order to advance a project while protecting 
investors, the Security and Exchange Commission and other regulatory bodies 
require greater certainty of resource/reserve estimation.  
However, larger core and underground drilling cannot occur without roads, let alone 
extraction of large tonnage metallurgical test mill ‘bulk’ samples. Thus, exploration 
requires an ever-increasing level of investigation to add certainty to resource/reserve 
information to support financing in public markets. This cannot be accomplished 
without roads. Exploration budgets would shoot up dramatically - by millions to tens 
of millions - to fly in large rigs, underground excavation equipment, camps, 
personnel, infrastructure, emergency response, environmental controls, etc. Yet, it is 
highly doubtful that the current 36 C.F.R. § 294.12(b)(3) exception would allow 
roads for these purposes. 
For that reason, the Coalition supports Total Exemption, - i.e., an Alaska-specific 
rule that authorizes roads for mining and other mining related activities in IRAs that 
meet the environmental criteria of 36 C.F.R. § 228 (a). Thus, the requirements for 
authorizing mining exploration on non-IRA Tongass land and Tongass IRAs would 
be the same. 
When mining is completed the road would be reclaimed, the culverts would be 
pulled, and water bars installed. These areas can then be managed for “roadless 
characteristics,” as has been done with many former logging roads which now 
provide meaningful habitat and conservation benefits.   
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
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implement CAC New Road Exception 11. The Coalition therefore urges that Total 
Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

6. Timber Cutting Exception B.1 (pages 8 – 9): The cutting and removal of 
trees in connection with mineral exploration and mine development is 
authorized and shall be permitted as if the mineral exploration or mine 
development were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest land. 
Cutting and removal of trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 
EXPLANATION: 

Currently, 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b)(2) only authorizes the cutting or removal of trees 
in IRAs that is “incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise 
prohibited by this subpart.” The level of exploration needed to develop a mine on 
the Tongass requires the cutting and removal of trees. Mine development requires 
even more cutting and removal of trees. 
While “reasonable access” is technically permitted in IRAs, cutting and removal of 
trees associated with mining exploration and development does not appear to be 
allowed. 36 C.F.R. § 294.13 (b) (2) authorizes the cutting or removal of timber 
“incidental to implementation of a management activity not otherwise prohibited by 
this subpart.” The needed level of exploration to develop a safe, modern mine on the 
Tongass National Forest requires the substantial cutting and removal of trees. Mine 
development would typically require even significantly more cutting and removal of 
trees. How could the Forest Service permit construction of a portal and development 
rock stockpile if trees could not be cut?  
However, there is no mention of mining in the examples provided in the 2001 Rule 
and ROD of what this section authorizes.25 Moreover, in describing this section the 
2001 Rule and ROD states: “Such management activities are expected to be rare and 
to focus on small diameter trees.”26 
Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the CAC’s recommended regulatory 
language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is the only alternative that can 
implement CAC New Timber Cutting Exception B.1. The Coalition therefore urges 
that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

7. Road Exception 12 (page 8): A road to access leasable minerals in IRAs 
shall be permitted if it meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part 228 in the same 

 
25 Ibid., at page 3258.  
26 Ibid., at page 3257. 
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way as if the application for the road to access such mineral operations 
were being permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands. 

EXPLANATION: 
Although the Roadless Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to 
new leases for minerals subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including 
geothermal resources, “because of the potentially significant environmental impacts 
that road construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas.”27 There also is no 
explanation as to why the access impacts associated with locatable minerals, which 
are allowed, are different from the access impacts associated with leasable minerals. 
Adoption of this recommendation would allow access to geothermal resources as a 
source of renewable energy. Because the DEIS Appendix G did not include the 
CAC’s recommended regulatory language in alternatives 2 - 5, Total Exemption is 
the only alternative that can implement CAC New Road Exception 12. The Coalition 
therefore recommends that Total Exemption be adopted as the Final Rule. 

 
IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING THE COALITION SUPPORTS THE 
FOLLOWING CAC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
ALASKA SPECIFIC ROADLESS RULE, THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
WHICH REQUIRES ADOPTION OF THE TOTAL EXEMPTION 
ALTERNATIVE: 

1. Forest Health. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation the 
following new exception for Forest Health be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees incidental to fire prevention, removal of 
hazard trees that reduce risk to the public, blowdown/windfall management, 
and/or insect and disease management, is authorized. Such trees may be sold 
and/or utilized on the project. 

2. Alaska Native Culture. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for Alaska Native Culture be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees in connection with Alaska Native custom 
and traditional uses is authorized. 

 
27 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
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3. Fish and Wildlife Habitat Improvement. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that the following new exception for fish and wildlife habitat 
be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for fish and wildlife habitat improvement is 
authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the project. 

4. Road Building. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the 
following new exception for road building be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for permitted road building (as described in 
36 C.F.R § 294.12) is authorized. Such trees may be sold and/or utilized on 
the project. 

5. Biofuels. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that the following 
new exception for biofuels be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13(b): 

The cutting and removal of trees for biofuel for Southeast Alaska residential 
and municipal needs is authorized and will comply with current standards 
and regulations for harvest. 

6. Municipal Watersheds. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation 
that the following new exception for municipal watersheds be added to 36 
C.F.R. § 294.13: 

The cutting and removal of trees for municipal watershed construction and 
management is authorized and such trees may be sold and/or utilized on the 
project. 

7. Roads to Connect Communities. The Coalition supports the CAC’s 
recommendation that a new exception for Roads in TUS corridors identified in 
the Southeast Alaska Transportation Plan (SATP) for development and/or 
essential for reservation for the connection of communities and development of 
the regional transportation system should be added to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. This 
includes roads set out in a community, municipal, or tribal government plan to 
provide access and development of water resources, renewable energy resources, 
sanitary landfills, connecting isolated road networks, and subsistence resources, 
including maintenance of such roads and facilities. 

8. Roads for Fisheries. The Coalition supports the CAC’s recommendation that a 
new exception be added to the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule to allow road 
access to an authorized facility or location for fishery research, management, 
enhancement and rehabilitation activities; fishways, fish weirs, fish ladders, fish 
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hatcheries, spawning channels, stream clearance, egg planting, and other 
permitted aquaculture facility or activity, including mariculture should be added 
to 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. 

Implementation of each of the foregoing recommendations can be assured only by 
selection of the Total Exemption Alternative – Alternative 6. 

CONCLUSION 

There are over 6.8 million acres of Congressionally-designated areas of the Tongass 
that already prohibit development. In addition, there are significant Tongass-specific 
stream protections built into the TTRA. The 2016 Tongass Transition Plan provides 
additional land and resource protection. Any development must meet the 
requirements of the Forest Plan and 36 C.F.R. Part 228 which development would 
be examined by decision makers and the public through the NEPA process. The 
blanket proscriptions of the 2001 Roadless Rule thus do not really provide 
environmental and resource protection – just barriers.  

For these same reasons the USDA agreed in 2003 that the 2001 Roadless Rule is an 
unnecessary barrier to the social and economic welfare of the residents of Southeast 
Alaska: 

The Department has concluded that the social and economic hardships to 
Southeast Alaska outweigh the potential long-term ecological benefits 
because the Tongass Forest plan adequately provides for the ecological 
sustainability of the Tongass. Every facet of Southeast Alaska’s economy is 
important and the potential adverse impacts from application of the roadless 
rule are not warranted, given the abundance of roadless areas and protections 
already afforded in the Tongass Forest Plan. 

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, and because the DEIS Appendix G did not 
include the CAC recommendations (thereby causing Total Exemption to be the only 
alternative that can implement the CAC recommendations), the Coalition joins the 
State of Alaska and Alaska’s Congressional Delegation in urging USDA to again 
select the Total Exemption Alternative 6 as the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule. 

Thank you,  

                  
Robert Venables, Executive Director     Marleanna Hall, Executive Director 
Southeast Conference         Resource Development Council for Alaska Inc. 
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Robert Venables, Executive Director of the Southeast Conference and Marleanna 
Hall, Executive Director of the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. have 
been authorized to sign this Comment letter by the following: 
   
Deantha Crockett, Executive Director  Owen Graham, Executive Director 
Alaska Miners Association   Alaska Forest Association 
 
Joe Kahklen, President              Craig Dahl, Executive Director  
First Things First Alaska Foundation  Juneau Chamber of Commerce  
 
Carrie Starkey, Executive Director   Trey Acteson, Chief Executive Officer 
Greater Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce     Southeast Alaska Power Agency 
   
Kati Cappozi, President and CEO                   Alicia Siira, Executive Director 
Alaska Chamber of Commerce   Associated General Contractors of  
       Alaska 
 
Rebecca Logan, CEO      Neil MacKinnon, President  
Alaska Support Industry Alliance           Hyak Mining Company 
 
Connie Hulbert, President   Randy Johnson, President 
Alaska Electric Light &Power Company Tyler Rentals, Inc. 
   
Lance Miller, President    Paul Axelson 
Red Diamond Mining Company  Southeast Stevedoring, Inc. 
 
Everett Billingslea                                           Jason Custer, Vice President 
Alaska Marine Lines, Inc.   Alaska Power & Telephone Co., Inc 
 
Bill Moran, President    Mike Wilson, President 
First Bank      Coastal Helicopters, Inc. 
 
Robert Sivertsen, Mayor 
City of Ketchikan 
 
cc:  The Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska 

The Honorable, Senator Lisa Murkowski 
The Honorable, Senator Dan Sullivan 
The Honorable Congressman Don Young  



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gregory 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gregory Crockett and I live in Manchester-by-the-sea, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gregory Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Howe 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4081 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please don't alter this rule. The consequences of such an irresponsible change would be dire. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Howe Crockett 
 
Vancouver, WA 98682 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Howe 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4081 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please don't alter this rule. The consequences of such an irresponsible change would be dire. 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Howe Crockett 
Vancouver, WA 98682 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeremy Crockett and I live in Claremore, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeremy Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurel 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurel Crockett and I live in Clayton, California.  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurel Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Crockett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Scott Crockett and I live in Florence, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Scott Crockett 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dianne 
Last name: Croft 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This pristine wilderness must be left as our legacy to future generations. I feel very strongly about this matter, 
and will vote accordingly. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Antony 
Last name: Crofts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Antony Crofts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Antony 
Last name: Crofts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Antony Crofts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theron 
Last name: Croissant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This move should be opposed due to the irrevocable/unrecoverable nature of the proposal. 
 
In the face of incontrovertible scientific concensus regarding atmospheric carbon, this move is another nail in 
the coffin of our children's future. 
 
It also has dire consequences for our present. 
 
There should be NO conversion of the property of the citizens of the United States to profit for a very small few 
who, to realize that profit, will harm the owners of that natural resource as well as all the citizens of all the 
nations on our planet. 
 
This land is mine. It is held in trust by you for me and the three hundred million co-owners of this land. 
 
I do not give you any permission to defile my property, our natural resources, our future, so that anyone might 
make ephmeral profit from their destruction. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Calvin 
Last name: Crole 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Calvin Crole 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Crombie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, John Crombie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Crombie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Crombie and I live in Lanesville, Indiana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Crombie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Crombie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Crombie and I live in Lanesville, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Crombie 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theresa 
Last name: Cromeans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Theresa Cromeans and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
This is wonderful rare resource that I hope to see one day. Please do not destroy it with cutting old-growth 
trees. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Theresa Cromeans 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Cromwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence Cromwell and I live in Hobe Sound, Florida. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest must be protected to give Earth a chance to survive. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence Cromwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Cromwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence Cromwell and I live in Hobe Sound, Florida. 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest must be protected to give Earth a chance to survive. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence Cromwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: ruth 
Last name: cromwell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is ruth cromwell and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, ruth cromwell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Cronas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Cronas and I live in The Villages, Florida. 
 
Effective protections in place for years are to be removed so corporate whores and politicians who take their 
money to do their biding all make more money. That is evil - plain &amp;amp; simple. Don't let it happen. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peter Cronas 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Crondahl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Changing the Roadless Rule in the aTongas 
 
I am opposed to any change to the Roadless Rule in the Tongass. For the health of our fisheries, a vital 
subsistence, personal, and commercial resource for people in Southeast Alaska and throughout the country, 
we need to maintain the health of the Tongass ecosystem. 
 
Judy Crondahl 
 
Juneau, Alaska 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Crone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bob Crone and I live in Kailua, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bob Crone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Crone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Crone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Crone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hannah Crone and I live in Fairfield, Maine. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hannah Crone 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Croner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Croner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Cronin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: elizabeth 
Last name: cronin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is elizabeth cronin and I live in Brooklyn, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, elizabeth cronin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cronin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cronin and I live in Garden Grove, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Cronin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ene 
Last name: Cronk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ene Cronk and I live in Erie, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Please consider their importance! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ene Cronk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JAMES 
Last name: CRONK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JAMES CRONK and I live in Prattsville, New York. 
 
 
TRUMP'S ACTIONS ARE BAD NEWS FOR OUR FORESTS AND ALL OF OUR ENVIRONMENT 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JAMES CRONK 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nanette 
Last name: Cronk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nanette Cronk and I live in Truckee, California. 
 
 
If you've ever walked through this forest you would never ever ruin it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nanette Cronk 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristy 
Last name: Cronkrite 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristy Cronkrite and I live in Anaheim, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I believe strongly that protecting national forests should be a priority for our government and us as a people. 
Preserving public lands helps insure our survival and the survival of precious wildlife, and it helps prevent 
further contribution to the dangerous global warming that is threatening humans and wildlife all over the planet. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, to keep public lands wild 
for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption 
does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other 
benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, 
develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic value of the carbon 
stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 



analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Russell 
Last name: Cronquist 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Russell Cronquist and I live in White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia. 
 
Clear cutting this forest is criminal given the climate effects of world wide deforestation. Just DONT DO IT. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Russell Cronquist 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Crook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alexander Crook and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
A roadless, protected, and undeveloped Tongass National Forest is the keystone to the billion dollar fishing 
industry in Southeast Alaska. Undeveloped forest land is critical to healthy and sustainable salmon runs. These 
salmon support thousands of working class fishermen, their families, and the industries that support them. This 
sustainable fishery also supports hundreds of thousands of businesses, restaurants, and shipbuilding industries 
throughout the region, including here in Seattle. The subsistence lifestyle that many thousands of people enjoy 
in SE Alaska would also be at risk. We must do everything to protect the Tongass from logging and 
development in order to ensure that these industries remain viable. To ignore the role that old growth forests 
play in the ecosystem would be a disaster economically and culturally. The time of unsustainable resource 
extraction is over. We must protect the abundant and sustainable fishing industry that will support Southeast 
Alaska for hundreds of years to come. 
 
 
 
I strongly oppose the repeal of the Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 



 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Colin 
Last name: Crook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Martha 
Last name: Crook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Martha Crook 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sydney 
Last name: Crook 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: Crooks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Harold 
Last name: Crooks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Harold Crooks and I live in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Harold Crooks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:28:32 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Crooms 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandy Crooms 
Clarkesville, GA 30523 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Crooms 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandy Crooms and I live in Clarkesville, Georgia. 
 
 
The EPA was put in place for a reason and it wasn't to protect polluters! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandy Crooms 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Cropley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Allow an Alaska exemption to the Roadless Rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christina 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christina Crosby and I live in Melbourne Village, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christina Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Daniel Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please dont destroy our pristine lands and forests. This is sacred space for so many Americans during a time 
of uncertainty for our planet and environment. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Julie 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging 
 
No logging in the tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stacy 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacy Crosby and I live in Jonesboro, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stacy Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ted 
Last name: Crosby 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ted Crosby 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Crosier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No&gt;&gt;hell no 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrea Cross and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrea Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christen 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christen Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christen 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Christen Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dave Cross and I live in Lakeway, Texas. 
Our forests and our environment must be protected! Please consider the public, not corporate profits! 
We are writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere! The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation! 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy!  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures! We seriously urge you not to abandon the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the 
rule in place unchanged! 
Thank you kindly for considering our comments!  
Regards, Dave Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Cross and I live in Hamtramck, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Heather Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Cross and I live in Birmingham, Alabama. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: john 
Last name: cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As an Alaskan Native I object to opening the Tongass up to be destroyed. Leave the act in place. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC872 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Cross and I live in Covington, WA 98042-8268 
 
We must immediately and for the foreseeable future Stop all permitting in our country's National Forests! 
Climate change is here and we must protect our must precious resource- our trees! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Cross 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Russ 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Russ Cross and I live in Ladoga, Indiana. 
 
 
Please protect the Tongass National Forest! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Russ Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sonia 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sonia Cross and I live in Paradise, California. 
 
 
Government has no right to destroy the Earth. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sonia Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Cross and I live in Gaithersburg, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Victoria Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Warren 
Last name: Cross 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Warren Cross 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 4:17:01 AM 
First name: Cathleen 
Last name: Crossan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
It's a huge mistake and short-sighted thinking to eliminate the Roadless Rule in the Tongass National Forest. 
The Roadless Rule is vital to protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads fragments the forest and eliminates the large, old growth trees that these animals need to survive.  Road 
building and logging degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching and tourism 
opportunities. Ancient forests like the Tongass are economically and strategically critical to combat the effects 
of climate change.  
  
Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on 
investment. We need the timber industry to be a sustainable partner in climate change by re-foresting and 
environmentally managing  those areas that are already  open to the industry.   
 
I  implore you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact 
on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Cathleen Crossan 
Ponte Vedra Beach, FL 32082 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Crossen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please, Keep the 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I hope you're having a nice day. 
 
These lands were put aside for wildlife and the public. Please, from the bottom of my heart, protect these 
beautiful lands and the wildlife that depends on them! 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sue Crossen 
 
Torrance, CA 90503 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Crossley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Crossley and I live in Winters, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Crossley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Crossley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeff Crossley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Crossman 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to share my belief that the Tongass National Forest should remain fully protected by the Roadless 
Rule of 2001. Opening this area to logging and resource extraction will inevitably undermine the forests ability 
to absorb carbon dioxidewhich we desperately need in light of global climate changefor the potential of 
shortsighted economic gains, which are contested. Opening this area new resource extraction will also 
negatively impact a fragile ecosystem and the numerous wildlife that abides within. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Crosson 
Organization: SocialMediopolis.com 
Title:  
Comments: 
The Trump administration is dead set on KILLING THE ENVIRONMENT any way they can, from needless oil 
drilling and fracking to decimating the Clean Water Act to ignoring all climate change science. This is just 
another act of incredible short-sighted stupidity. 
 
PROTECT - NOT DESTROY - THE TONGRASS! 
 
And impeach that ##^&amp;(@+ Trump!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dina 
Last name: Crosta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To Whom it May Concern, 
 
 
 
Please accept this letter as part of your request for comments on the issue of exempting Alaska from the 2001 
Roadless Rule Act. 
 
 
 
As a citizen of the US, a parent with a child who will be growing up in an unprecedented time of climate 
disruption and an overall concerned human being I am in staunch opposition to allowing the Sate of Alaska to 
be exempt from the Roadless Rule Act. 
 
 
 
Even though I live on the opposite side of the country from Alaska, I understand that this is one of the last 
primarily wild spaces we have in the US. Science has demonstrated for at least the last 40-50 years that 
continued extraction of natural resources is having devastating consequences on our planet's macro and micro 
ecosystems. It is time for us to limit our desires for more development and more human progress. Because of 
our decisions to use evermore carbon emitting extractive methods to obtain resources we are destroying 
habitat for other than human beings that also have needs and rights to live and thrive. 
 
 
 
I implore those of you in the seat of power to rule on this decision to consider the legacy we are leaving our 
future generations. We are destroying our planet. We need untouched old growth forests. We need wild 
spaces. Please leave Tongass alone. Please rule against opening up the forest to logging commercial 
extraction and development. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dina Crosta 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Crothers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Thomas Crothers 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Shirley 
Last name: Crothers-Marley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Shirley Crothers-Marley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Crotteau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm an active outdoor national forest, national parks and state parks user and am writing to express my interest 
in continuing to protect the Tongass National Forest, its backcountry and roadless areas and other national 
forests from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
My family and I have camped, hiked, fished and kayaked inside and along the periphery of the Tongass NF 
multiple times and we want all of its nature and natural resources protected from resource extraction and 
development for generations yet to come. Additional development is not acceptable. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after significant public outreach and is a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. Please keep the Tongass and other national forests free from further logging and development. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 6:29:22 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Crotty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Crotty and I live in Woodbury, MN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Because its a sacred land thats critical to wildlife habitat, and the people. There are very few untouched areas 
of land. They need to be protected. Alaska is a beautiful place that Ive visited and I care about the environment. 
Leave it be. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, to keep public lands 
wild for future generations, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maggi 
Last name: Crotty 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not want roads through the Tongass National Forest!! It is a beautiful natural space that deserves to be 
preserved 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Crouch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Crouch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Crouch and I live in Ames, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eric Crouch 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Crouch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Crouch and I live in Wentzville, Missouri. 
 
Im deeply disturbed at the increase in destruction to our environment. This is an attack on my basic human 
rights to life. I demand an immediate stop to the attack on our planet. Ignoring the events happening around us 
like hurricanes, wild fires, and blizzards, is pure ignorance to the beginning of what will be a devastating 
change to our planet and humanity. Do not fail us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michael Crouch 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phoebe 
Last name: Crouch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These forests are protected and are necessary for the conservation of our environment. Removing these 
protections is irresponsible and unethical. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Crouch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am in support of the current restrictions on additional Road building and development in currently roadless 
areas on international lands. I care about our environment it's wildlife and conservation in general, so much so 
that I pursued a career in this field. I have seen firsthand both positive and negative aspects of changes in 
public policies regarding our environment. There are so few places left where nature and natural ecological 
processes remain unhindered by man that we should preserve these remaining places. I have been to some 
roadless areas in the Pacic Northwest camping and exploring, spending money along the way. These rare and 
beautiful places remain unaltered by my visit, and other ecotourism activities. Once a road is built and the old 
growth timber logged, it is lost forever. Though forests, that are managed responsibly, are a sustainable 
resource, cutting of old growth is not sustainable. A country as great as ours should have the ability to preserve 
the last few remaining areas of old growth and roadless areas. Thank you for incorporating my comments into 
your decision. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emily 
Last name: Crouch-ponder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Old growth forests are not only national treasures, but necessities to fight the rapidly increasing climate change 
occurring right now. There is no reason other than greed that these protected forests should be opened to 
loggers and roads, none at all. Our future generations will have nothing left of the natural world to revere and 
be inspired by if this kind of action is going to be considered normal. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cindy 
Last name: Crounse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cindy Crounse and I live in Altamont, New York. 
 
 
We can't keep cutting down important forests in the world. This one is in our own country. We can do better. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cindy Crounse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gray 
Last name: Crouse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gray Crouse and I live in Atlanta, Georgia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gray Crouse 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Crouse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC786 
 
Dear Secretary Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region - from hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Prioritizing one antiquated industry over other private sectors is bad business, 
and bad for Southeast Alaska. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wyatt 
Last name: Crouse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
New Mexican here who loves Alaska. There is no reason other than greed to destroy these old-growth, 
irreplaceable ecosystems. The Forest Service has a duty to protect fragile ecosystems and the wildlife that 
lives there. Sustainable logging can be done elsewhere. Please don't harm this invaluable natural area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: chris 
Last name: crow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, chris crow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Crow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jamie Crow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liz 
Last name: Crow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative 1 Roadless Rule 
 
Hi I support the roadless rule, alternative 1 only. Liz Medicine Crow 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Crow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Crow and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Please protect our wild places! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Crow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Crowder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patricia Crowder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Todd 
Last name: Crowder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Todd Crowder and I live in Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Todd Crowder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anastacia 
Last name: Crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anastacia Crowe and I live in Florence, MT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
If we keep going at the rate we are, we will have nothing like the Tongass left in our country. We need to 
protect what actually makes America great. Our wildlife, our wild spaces. 
 
Furthermore the Tongass NF provides priceless ecological services that benefit not only our country, but the 
world; far greater than any money we can get extracting from it. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that 
high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing 
the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: clark 
Last name: crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, clark crowe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:01:52 PM 
First name: Edith 
Last name: Crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Edith Crowe 
Wasilla, AK 99654 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Irene 
Last name: Crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Irene Crowe and I live in Calumet Park, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Irene Crowe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sheila 
Last name: Crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
GODDAMNIT. Are you trying to help hasten our complete destruction??? Come on USFS, this is a horrible 
idea. We need ALL of the trees we can save because of climate change. It's like this administration wants to 
hurry up our destruction. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Crowe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steven Crowe 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Crowell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Crowell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nichole 
Last name: Crowl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nichole Crowl and I live in Manitou Springs, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nichole Crowl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Crowle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Crowle and I live in Auburn, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Crowle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Crowle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Crowle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Crowle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Crowle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cherlyn 
Last name: crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cherlyn crowley and I live in Westminster, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cherlyn crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joyce Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joyce 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joyce Crowley and I live in Mullica Hill, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joyce Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Crowley and I live in North Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Crowley and I live in Willow River, Minnesota. 
 
The last thing we should be doing with our Public Lands is opening them up to destruction - whether it is 
clearclutting or ORV use - these lands belong to ALL of us and to future generations! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kate Crowley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence Crowley and I live in Louisville, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lawrence Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Crowley and I live in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Crowley and I live in Jersey City, New Jersey. 
 
We here in the East live with the consequences of land and natural resource exploitation. Do not roll back 
public policy rules that represent our capacity to learn from mistakes. We cannot afford more abuse of our 
lands for the benefit of profiteers. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maureen Crowley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melodi 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melodi Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sarah 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sarah Crowley and I live in Lebanon, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sarah Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Crowley and I live in Villa Park, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Crowley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Crowley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Absolutely not. This is some of the most beautiful country in our nation and captures a great deal of carbon 
from our atmosphere. It should not be destroyed for more American greed. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Crown 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Crown and I live in Sharon, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Crown 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Crowner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Teresa Crowner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Max 
Last name: Crowning 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I as a US Citizen feel we should uphold the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (hereafter 2001 Roadless Rule) 
(66 FR 3244), and not allow logging in the area. 
 
 
 
 
 
[Pending] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Crowther 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Crowther and I live in York, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Crowther 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeannie 
Last name: Croxton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeannie Croxton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jesse 
Last name: croxton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jesse croxton and I live in [@advCity], California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jesse croxton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Don 
Last name: Crozier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Don Crozier and I live in O'fallon, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Don Crozier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Crsig 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Crsig and I live in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Crsig 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Quita 
Last name: Cruciger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Quita Cruciger 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Crucs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Crucs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: KURT 
Last name: CRUGER 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is KURT CRUGER and I live in Long Beach, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, KURT CRUGER 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Cruickshank 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carol Cruickshank 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Cruise 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jonathan Cruise and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jonathan Cruise 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cathy 
Last name: crum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cathy crum and I live in Agoura Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cathy crum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: E.D. 
Last name: Crum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is E.D. Crum and I live in Stamford, Connecticut. 
 
 
It disgusts me what this regime is trying to do to destroy the planet. Keep nature natural! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, E.D. Crum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janice 
Last name: Crum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janice Crum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jen 
Last name: Crum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jen Crum 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sonya 
Last name: Crum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sonya Crum and I live in Boise, Idaho. 
 
As a primary care provider, I request protection of this region for public health. Corporate resources should be 
shifted to further development of clean and green energy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sonya Crum 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Leuise 
Last name: Crumble 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leuise Crumble and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Leuise Crumble 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Deana 
Last name: Crumbling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deana Crumbling and I live in Alexandria, Virginia. 
 
I have not visited Alaska yet, but I hope to be a tourist in the near future. I hope I will see healthy forests...not 
the damage to wildlife habitat caused by for-profit logging. We all know Trump policies have behind them the 
idea that the natural world is only good for raping and savaging to make a buck. Please don't let that be the 
future of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Deana Crumbling 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Crumbo 
Organization: Rewilding Institute 
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Folks, 
 
I attempted numerous times this evening (Tuesday, 12/17/2019) to electronically submit the enclosed 
comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Alaska state- specific 
roadless rule. I am sending them via FedEx on behalf of The Rewilding Institute. FedEx does not deliver to 
Post Office Boxes, so I was not able to send them directly to the Juneau address. Please forward to the 
responsible officer and note they have been sent prior to the comment deadline. 
 
Kim Crumbo 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
The Rewilding Institute is a national organization whose mission is to develop and 
 
promoted the ideas and strategies to advance continental,-scale conservation in North 
 
America and beyond, particularly the need for large carnivores and permeable landscape 
 
for their movement, and to offer a bold, scientifically-credible, practically achievable, and 
 
hopeful vision for the future of wild Nature and human civilization. 
 
We are writing on behalf of our members and supporters to voice our strong opposition to 
 
the Forest Service's selection of the '1ull exemption" alternative (Alternative #6) 
 
contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Alaska 
 
state- specific roadless rule. We instead urge you to select the "no action" alternative 
 
(Alternative #1) that would leave intact existing protections for the over 9 million acres of 
 
the Tongass National Forest currently protected by the National Roadless Area 
 
Conservation Rule, or Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass NF roadless areas, representing 16% of all undeveloped areas within the 
 
entire national forest system, 1 is also one of the most biologically diverse and relatively 
 
intact temperate rainforests on earth. Although researchers note that roughly half of the 
 
Tongass large old-growth trees had been logged last century, the remaining big trees 
 
provide critical habitat for brown bears, northern goshawks, Sitka black-tailed deer, bald 
 
eagles, all five species of Pacific salmon, and other species2 which include the distinct 
 
Alexander Archipelago wolves that roam the islands and coastal mainland in the Alexander 
 
Archipelago, a network of more than 1,000 islands, glaciated peaks and deep river valleys 
 
in remote southeast Alaska. These wolves and their rainforest home are under continued 



 
threats from industrial logging, road building, overharvest from hunting and large-scale 
 
habitat loss as the U.S. Forest Service continues to plan big timber sales in key wolf 
 
habitats. A variety of other species are dependent upon salmon to survive, such as brown 
 
(grizzly) bears, wolves, and the endangered Southern Resident killer whales that eat almost 
 
exclusively salmon. 3 About 40 percent of wild salmon that make their way down the West 
 
Coast spawn in the Tongass. 4 Returning salmon bring nutrients that sustain forest growth, 
 
while intact stands of trees keep streams cool and trap sediment.5 
 
The Forest Service estimates that the salmon industry generates $986 million annually. The 
 
endangered Southern Resident Killer Whales (SRKW) of Washington State's Puget Sound 
 
and Salish Sea, are a critical part of the Northwest ecosystem and economy.6 They inhabit 
 
the coastal waters of Oregon, Washington, and Vancouver Island. In fact, SRKW have been 
 
spotted a far south as the coast of central California and as far north as the coast of Haida 
 
Gwaii (formerly Queen Charlotte Island), just south of Prince of Wales Island (Tongass 
 
NF).7 While scientists have identified three main causes of decline for SRKWs today-lack 
 
of sufficient prey, toxins, and vessel noise-it is the lack of an adequate prey base 
 
throughout the year, however, that is broadly recognized as the most important factor and 
 
one that must be urgently addressed in order to protect this apex predator from 
 
extinction.a 
 
Preserve Old Growth Forest 
 
The most critical of all forest types is primary forest, known as old-growth, including the 
 
Tongass and its sister forest, the Great Bear Rain Forest of British Columbia. The Tongass 
 
National Forest is the largest national forest in the U.S. and encompasses some of the 
 
largest remaining stands of old-growth, temperate rainforest in the world. 9 Research 
 
shows that once intact primary forests begins to be logged, even under so-called 
 
sustainable forest-management systems, it leads to biological degradation.10 
 
The Union of Concerned Scientists estimates that U.S. forests absorb between one 
 
million and three million metric tons of carbon dioxide each year, perhaps offsetting 
 
between 20 percent and 46 percent of the country's greenhouse-gas emissions.11 Intact 
 
forests help stabilize the climate by regulating ecosystems, protection of biodiversity, and 
 



playing an integral part in the carbon cycle. Halting the loss and degradation of natural 
 
systems and promoting their restoration have the potential to contribute over one-third of 
 
the total climate change mitigation scientists say is required by 2030. 12 In a recent 
 
scientific paper, the authors, along with more than 11,000 scientist signatories from 153 
 
countries, declare a climate emergency. The scientists point to six areas in which humanity 
 
should take immediate steps to slow down the effects of a warming planet, including 
 
protection and restoration of ecosystems such as forests, grasslands, and wetlands, 
 
allowing a larger share of these ecosystems to reach their ecological potential for 
 
sequestering atmospheric carbon dioxide, a key greenhouse gas. 13 
 
Forests comprise one of the most important natural climate solutions at our disposal to 
 
combat climate change, a fact that the DEIS itself acknowledges, and carbon sequestration 
 
via forest preservation can be a viable climate change mitigation strategy.14 Preserving 
 
intact forests such as the Tongass contributes to climate change mitigation and the 
 
preservation of biodiversity15 and offers a cost-effective strategy to avoid and mitigate CO2 
 
emissions by increasing the magnitude of the terrestrial carbon sink in trees and soil by 
 
preserving biodiversity and sustaining additional ecosystem services.16 
 
Recent research identifies forests in the western conterminous United States with high 
 
potential carbon sequestration and low vulnerability to future drought and fire, 17 while 
 
additional research emphasizes the unique significance of the Tongass in this regard. 18 
 
Scientists found that high carbon priority forests in the western U.S. exhibit features of 
 
older, intact forests with high structural diversity, 19 including carbon density and tree 
 
species richness. Forest resilience and adaptive capacity increase with increasing plant 
 
species richness,20 indicating that preserving the high carbon priority forests like the 
 
Tongass would provide an added buffer against potential ecosystem transformation to 
 
future climate change.21 
 
The Tongass National Forest holds approximately 8 percent of the carbon stored by all U.S. 
 
forests. 22 When forests-and in particular old-growth forests-are cut down, most of the 
 
carbon stored in the trees and soil is released into the atmosphere as a greenhouse gas 
 
pollutant. In fact, the carbon emissions from deforestation and associated land use change 
 
are estimated to be 10-15 percent of the world's total.23 Stopping deforestation and 



 
restoring forests could offset up to one-third of all carbon emissions worldwide.24 The 
 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change's (IPCC) recent report on climate change 
 
found that the single biggest source of carbon emissions from the land use sector is global 
 
deforestation and forest degradation. That report stated that the most immediate actions to 
 
reduce impacts carbon pollution include the conservation of high-carbon ecosystems such 
 
as peatlands, wetlands, rangelands, and forests. 25 At a time when the climate crisis and 
 
biodiversity crisis are each approaching a point of no return, and parts of Alaska are 
 
warming at twice the rate of the U.S. average, it is reckless and irresponsible for the 
 
administration to be pushing forward with a proposal that will exacerbate a primary cause 
 
of climate change.26 
 
Economic Significance of Roadless Areas 
 
Maintaining strong roadless protections is also important from an economic perspective. 
 
The potential annual economic value of carbon sequestration with management 
 
maximizing carbon storage in the Tongass is comparable to revenue from annual timber 
 
sales historically authorized for the forest.27 The region's thriving subsistence and fisherybased 
 
economies depends on old-growth forests and roadless areas remaining intact.28 
 
The Roadless Rule saves taxpayers millions of dollars by limiting expensive new road 
 
building, which has some of the highest costs in Southeast Alaska because of its remoteness 
 
and rugged terrain. Rather than fragmenting wildlife habitat with a network of new roads, 
 
the Forest Service should instead direct its limited resources toward addressing the 
 
existing 371,000-mile network of National Forest System roads and its approximately $3.2 
 
billion maintenance backlog. Further, contrary to claims made by its proponents, the 
 
proposed rule is unlikely to reverse Southeast Alaska's move away from industrial-scale 
 
logging as a necessary industry. Instead, attempts to return the unsustainable practice of 
 
old-growth logging to its peak could have serious consequences for the region's robust 
 
tourism and fishing industries, which collectively contribute 26 percent of jobs and 21 
 
percent of earnings annually. Removing Roadless Rule protection, especially from the two 
 
million acres of inventoried roadless areas within Development Land Use Designations, as 
 
called for by Alternative 6, could gravely threaten these industries and the economic 
 



vitality of the region as a whole. 
 
Thank you for consideration of our comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dave Parsons 
 
Carnivore Conservation Biologist 
 
The Rewilding Institute 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: vera 
Last name: crumley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is vera crumley and I live in Asheville, North Carolina. 
 
 
Our national Monuments are special and MUST be preserved! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, vera crumley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:08:49 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Crump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Deborah Crump 
Florissant, MO 63031 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Crump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Crump and I live in Brownsville, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Crump 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Crump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Crump and I live in [az], Arizona. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Crump 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Crump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3138 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
With declining salmon runs in North America, it's important to preserve these roadless areas and protect them 
from exploitation. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kate Crump 
 
Rockaway Beeach, OR 97136 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vickie 
Last name: Crump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vickie Crump and I live in Mcdonald, Tennessee. 
 
 
We only have one Earth and we must do everything we can to protect our planet 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vickie Crump 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Crump-Doyle 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Deborah Crump-Doyle and I live in Florissant, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Deborah Crump-Doyle 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Crumrine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3967 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bill Crumrine 
 
Littleton, CO 80128 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Crumrine 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3967 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Bill Crumrine 
Littleton, CO 80128 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Crupi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I[rsquo]m writing to urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National 
Forest. We[rsquo]re in the midst of the sixth great mass extinction event in the Earth[rsquo]s history, and short-
sighted, irresponsible human actions are the cause of much of this tragedy. We must protect wildlife habitat to 
slow this extinction crisis. 
 
In fact, the Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and 
so many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy and push many species closer to extinction. Please keep the Roadless Rule -- and the 
Tongass National Forest -- intact. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kevin Crupi 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Crupi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Crupi and I live in Marquette, Michigan. 
 
We must keep our national forests to slow a dangerous climate change and preserve wildlife habitat to slow a 
growing extinction crisis. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kevin Crupi 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Cruse 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please choose ALTERNATIVE ONE, we do not want renewed road building or logging in Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
This place is unique and valuable because of it. We do not have another chance to preserve this, or even 
recreate it, once it is gone it will be gone forever. It is important for our country to value our country's natural 
resources rather than a quick dollar for companies that pass on little of that profit to their rank and file 
employees. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Cruvickshank 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6165 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Cruz and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
Please protect the Tongas National Forest, for us and future generations. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alicia Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aurora 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Aurora Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carolyn Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization: CRUZ CONSTRUCTION, INC. 
Title:  
Comments: 
The State of Alaska's economy relies heavily on resource development, including timber, mining, and energy 
development. Because a significant portion of the Tongass National Forest is already heavily restricted from 
development activities, Cruz Construction, Inc. is in full support of the USDA's Alternative 6 to the USDA 
Roadless Rule to allow better access for resource development. 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 12, 2019 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Re: Alternative 6 - Full Exemption to the USDA Roadless Rule  
 To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The State of Alaska's economy relies heavily on resource development, including timber, mining, and energy 
development. Because a significant portion of the Tongass National Forest is already heavily restricted from 
development activities, Cruz Construction, Inc. is in full support of the USDA's Alternative 6 to the USDA 
Roadless Rule to allow better access for resource development. 
 
Regards, 
 
David C. Cruz  
 President 
 
[Position] 
 



December 12, 2019

Alaska Roadless Rule
U.S. Forest Service
Box 21628
Juneau, AK 99802-1628

Re: Alternative 6 – Full Exemption to the USDA Roadless Rule

To Whom It May Concern:

The State of Alaska’s economy relies heavily on resource development, including timber, 
mining, and energy development.  Because a significant portion of the Tongass National Forest 
is already heavily restricted from development activities, Cruz Construction, Inc. is in full 
support of the USDA’s Alternative 6 to the USDA Roadless Rule to allow better access for 
resource development.

Regards,

David C. Cruz
President

RACHEL.BUZZEO
Rectangle



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lacie 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
Please take action to save our wildlife and the forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Lacie Cruz 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maclovio 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maclovio Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maclovio 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Maclovio Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marian Cruz and I live in Merced, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marian Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Melissa Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Cruz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Cruz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynn 
Last name: Cruze 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lynn Cruze and I live in Bean Station, Tennessee. 
 
Religious freedom MUST include Native Americans and their sacred sites! To treat them as lesser is 
UNCONSTITUTIONAL and they will be awarded far more in damages than the ranchers can return a profit to 
US, the owners and shareholders of all public lands! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lynn Cruze 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Cryan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a resident of Juneau of over 70 years. I strongly object to removing the protection of the Tongass Forest. 
 
My grandchildren and future generations deserve to see what I see now, forests of green filled with wildlife and 
the silence and beauty of nature. 
 
Ignorance and greed leads humans to make major mistakes. Destroying the Tongass is a collosall mistake. 
 
How do fairly intelligent people not understand the relation between the forests, oxygen, sustainable resources 
such as fish and clean water and just the need for the human race to preserve what wilderness is barely 
hanging on. 
 
Thus I pray you listen to many of the voices and ignore politics and greed - keep our Alaska Roadless!! 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Crymes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongas 
 
I know the lumber industry would benefit from being allowed to clear cut old growth timber from the Tongas. But 
this is the wrong time to sacrifice such a valuable resource for absorbing carbon dioxide from the planet's air. 
Saplings and young trees are too small to do the task-- it would take 5 to 11 decades for the clear cut forest to 
recover. 
 
I would like to help the lumber men &amp; women, but not in this way. Other industries will be harmed outside 
of Alaska as well as those in the Tongas area, particularly salmon &amp; tourist. 
 
I support Alternative 1 as doing the least harm. 
 
Joe Crymes 
 
Ithaca, NY 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lakota 
Last name: Crystal 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lakota Crystal and I live in Roy, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lakota Crystal 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marian 
Last name: Csabina 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marian Csabina and I live in Avon, Ohio  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments  
Regards, Marian Csabina 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Csaszar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Csaszar and I live in Ruscmbmnr Township, Pennsylvania. 
 
Stop working for big industry and do your job and work for the people who overwhelmingly do not want this 
environmental destroying rule. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, John Csaszar 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Csenge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Csenge and I live in Kanab, Utah. 
 
I urge you to hold off implementing any new plan until legal issues with Trump's proclamation 9681 have been 
resolved. Also, the region of the Bear's Ears deserves the fullest protection possible. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Debra Csenge 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kinga 
Last name: Csepreghy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kinga Csepreghy and I live in Bellevue, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kinga Csepreghy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Csolak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Csolak and I live in Webster Groves, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Csolak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Csondas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC534 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am a visitor of Sitka, and I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am 
exploring and learning about the natural habitat of the area and how important it is to the visitor industry, 
commercial fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. fishermen, and locals as well. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, it is widely apparent that Kruzof Island is heavily utilized by visitors and local 
residents alike. Allen Marine boats and small cruise ships pass by the lush shores of the island to watch the 
fantastic marine animals that frolic in the rich coastal waters, sharing the oceans with many independent fishing 
guides that lead daily trips to catch the king and coho salmon that are sustained by the prolific feed found off 
the coast. The beautiful landscape, abundant wildlife, and intact forests throughout the Tongass National 
Forest are an important part of why I chose to visit Southeast Alaska; these vistas are fast disappearing in the 
continental United States. 
 
Kruzof Island is currently protected from old-growth clearcut logging under the 2001 Roadless Rule. *It is 
important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] This intact temperate rainforest is a sight unique to Southeast 
Alaska; such lush and varied flora and fauna are rare in other corners of the world. 
 
I want to see Kruzof Island and the Tongass National Forest protected because: 
 
*I do not want to see the Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass.* [text bolded for 
emphasis] Please keep this national and global treasure of a rainforest intact for generations yet to come. 
 
Sincerely, Brett Csondas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laszlo 
Last name: Csorba 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laszlo Csorba and I live in Dallesport, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laszlo Csorba 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tom 
Last name: Csuhta 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tom Csuhta and I live in Lincoln, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Tom Csuhta 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Cua 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicole Cua 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rey 
Last name: Cua 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass Forest is one of the critical components of our North American ecosystem, and should be 
protected at all costs, since it keeps underground and river ecosystems near it intact. While only 185,000 out of 
9.5 million acres will be affected by this new policy's implementation, the effects of the loss of these habitats 
would severely affect local wildlife, including underground and river ecosystems. The Roadless Rule should be 
reconsidered as the safer policy for the preservation of its ecosystems and the Tongass' aesthetic qualities. 
Future generations of both wildlife and humans should be able to reap its benefits. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lola 
Last name: Cuadrado 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lola Cuadrado and I live in New Orleans, Louisiana. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lola Cuadrado 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: Cuba 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stan Cuba 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Cubberly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Pamela Cubberly 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Cubeiro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Cubeiro and I live in Stafford Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Cubeiro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cuccaro 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Steven Cuccaro and I live in Gambrills, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Steven Cuccaro 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cuddy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Cuddy and I live in Newton, Massachusetts. 
 
 
I cannot be gasping for air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Cuddy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Crystal 
Last name: Cudworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC201 
 
Hello, 
 
I demand a No-action alternative on the Alaska's pacific Roadless Rule. I hold a Master of the Arts and am a 
professional oil painter and instructor. The Tongass National Forest needs to be protected for future 
generations to sustain themselves. I make my living from observationally painting from this natural homeland. 
Extend the comment period from 60 days to 120 days. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Crystal Cudworth - Juneau, AK 99801 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 2:01:51 PM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Cudworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Cudworth and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have spent the last 2 summers in Southeast Alaska 
and I plan to move there permanently. Mother Nature is my higher power so the forest is my church. I depend 
on the forest for  personal peace and growth. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence 
harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation 
of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and 
local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal 
responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm the 
environment and have a detrimental domino effect on the ecosystem.. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 8:59:23 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Cudworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Heather Cudworth and I live in Kissimmee, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am a wildlife photographer and conservationist. Spend summers in Sitka, Alaska and rely on the natural 
beauty of the Tongass for work and personal reflection. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Cudworth 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC956 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Cuellar 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Cuellar and I live in Melrose Park, Illinois. 
 
 
Hasn't enough been destroyed????? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elizabeth Cuellar 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlos 
Last name: Cuevas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carlos Cuevas and I live in Davie, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carlos Cuevas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlos A 
Last name: Cuevas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: Carlos A 
Last name: Cuevas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: Cuevas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Eleanor Cuevas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ruben 
Last name: Cuevas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ruben Cuevas and I live in Altadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ruben Cuevas 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dee 
Last name: Cuff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dee Cuff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kermit 
Last name: Cuff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kermit Cuff and I live in Mountain View, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kermit Cuff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jo 
Last name: Cuffari 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jo Cuffari and I live in Philadelphia, PA. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jo Cuffari 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jason 
Last name: Cuffel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC441 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Jason Cuffel; Dallas, Texas; I'm a tourist that loves hunting and fishing the Tongass Forest 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action! 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
It threatens puble lands - the most precious resource! 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Tenakee Inlet; Nakwasina Sound; Fish Bay; Wushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales; T77 salmon water shed 
areas; Audubon the ecological [illegible] [illegible] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cukla 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mark Cukla 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurette 
Last name: Culbert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laurette Culbert and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laurette Culbert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC112 
 
I use the Tongass for backpacking and photography. The U.S. needs more un-touched lands, not less! 
 
I demand to keep the Tongass roadless! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Culbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1277 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Culhane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Culhane and I live in Ashburn,VA.  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Culhane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Culhane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Culhane and I live in Ashburn,VA.  
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Culhane 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Culjak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Culjak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Cull 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC217 
 
* Hiking 
 
* Clusters island 
 
* Demand no action on Alaska Specific Road-less rule. Keep the Tongass Roadless. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: michael 
Last name: cullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is a National Emergency! This land shouldnt be used for logging, mining or any commercial use! Theodore 
Rosevelt and Gifford Pinchot would be ashamed at the thought of this proposal! This is not what the US Forest 
service stands for! No Logging 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Cullen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC289 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watersheds and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tony 
Last name: Culletto 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Culliney 
Organization: Multiple Organizations 
Title:  
Comments: 
NGO Letter re AK Roadless Rule Public Meeting Recordings Transcripts 
 
Hello, 
 
 
 
Attached is a letter that includes transcripts from meetings that took place during the comment period for the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS. Please be advised, I have also sent a copy of this letter via certified mail, along 
with a thumb drive that contains the referenced multimedia files. 
 
 
 
Thank you! 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Culliney 
 
 
 
- 
 
Susan Culliney 
 
Policy Director 
 
Pronouns: she, her, hers 
 
Audubon Alaska 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
AUDUBON ALASKA * EARTHJUSTICE * SOUTHEAST ALASKA CONSERVATION  
 COUNCIL * THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY * WOMEN'S EARTH AND CLIMATE ACTION  
 NETWORK * WASHINGTON WILD 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
VIA EMAIL AND CERTIFIED MAIL 
 
Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader  
 Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region  
 PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 



akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
Re: Transcripts and recordings of public meetings for the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement administrative record 
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 
 
We are discouraged that the Forest Service did not record oral testimony at public meetings for the Alaska 
Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). In an effort to capture the public's statements 
and questions, we collectively recorded 7 of the public meetings and now provide you with these recordings 
(audio and/or video files) and associated transcripts. The fact that we do not include recordings from the other 
14 public meetings in Alaska does not reflect their lower importance, but rather our lack of capacity to arrange 
for recordings there. We also include video and a transcript from an additional meeting, in Seattle, held by the 
public regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule issue. 
 
The agency is missing important information by failing to record the public meetings. The agency did not record 
public meetings during the scoping period, but later recognized that information from those scoping meetings 
helped to develop the DEIS.1 Accordingly, the public meetings for the DEIS are also important sources of 
information and comments that the agency is failing to capture. Although the agency records testimony at 
subsistence hearings, some public meetings were not followed by a subsistence hearing. Further, while 
subsistence topics are critically important to consider for the DEIS, other important issues such as recreation, 
wilderness values, and commercial fishing would not be captured in a subsistence hearing. 
 
Failing to consider oral comments from public meetings erodes public trust. The majority of commenters during 
scoping opposed changing the roadless rule on the Tongass. Our own review of the scoping comments found 
over 95% of commenters supported keeping the roadless rule intact. Yet the agency's preferred alternative is to 
fully remove the roadless rule from operating on the Tongass. As one member of the public stated at the 
meeting in Washington DC, "...[Y]ou weren't even recording the comments made this afternoon or at most of 
the public hearings in Alaska, there is no excuse for that. You could have brought in a court reporter or video 
recorded it and had comments transcribed . . . Why is the Forest Service refusing to truly listen to the people 
who will have to be left in this devastation of the consequences of this repeal, especially Alaska natives?"2 
Failing to record oral comments at these meetings not only misses vital information but also contributes to the 
public's growing sense that the agency is not listening. 
 
1 84 Federal Register 55522, 55527 (October 17, 2019) ("Public comments received during the [scoping] 
comment period and information from the public [scoping] meetings helped inform the development of the 
alternatives to the proposed rule."). 
 
2 Kari Ames, Tlingit, Alaska Native Voices Cultural Heritage Guide, at the Washington DC meeting on 
November 14, 2019. 
 
 
 
In addition, despite numerous requests for a greater geographical spread of meetings from conservation and 
recreation organizations and local elected officials across the nation, public meetings for the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS were only held within Alaska and in Washington, D.C. The Tongass National Forest is federally 
managed for all Americans, yet this decision sharply limited the opportunity for interested persons to learn 
about the project and supply oral comments. In the state of Washington, where the connection to the Tongass 
National Forest is close and powerful, the public held their own meeting in lieu of an official opportunity to meet 
with the United States Forest Service. 
 
We submit the following audio files, video files, and associated transcripts3 for you to incorporate into the 
administrative record: 
 
* Juneau meeting on November 4: audio file and transcript. 
* Wrangell meeting on November 6: audio file and transcript. 
* Anchorage meeting on November 6: audio file of the presentation, audio file of the Question & Answer 
session, and transcript of the Question & Answer session. 
* Washington DC meeting on November 14: audio files, video files, web links to video, and transcript. 



* Gustavus meeting on November 20: audio file (transcript provided via a separate submission). 
* Seattle Community Public Meeting on November 23: video file and transcript. 
* Skagway meeting on November 26: audio file and transcript. 
* Haines meeting on December 7: audio file and transcript. 
 
We are sending all written materials by email to akroadlessrule@usda.gov; we also provide both the written 
material and the multimedia files on a thumb drive sent via certified mail. We ask that you include this letter, the 
transcripts, audio files, and video files as part of the administrative record for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
and for the associated rulemaking, and we urge the Forest Service to record oral testimony at public meetings 
in the future. Please contact susan.culliney@audubon.org or jill_gottesman@tws.org with any questions. Thank 
you for your attention to this important matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Audubon Alaska 
 
Earthjustice 
 
Southeast Alaska Conservation Council 
 
The Wilderness Society 
 
Women's Earth and Climate Action Network (WECAN) 
 
Washington Wild 
 
3 We used transcription services to transcribe audio and video files recorded at the public meetings. However, 
we cannot guarantee accuracy of the written transcripts, and therefore also provide the underlying audio and 
video files. 
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Juneau Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Public Meeting Recorded on November 4th, 2019. 
 
Speaker 1: Once again, you have to look at the fact that the level first doesn't change and same with the 
fisheries in your industry. You've got the neutral no effects all the way across the border. The reason for that is 
the protections, the recurring productions, the applied, and Thomas sports time we've continued to acquire. So 
you still wouldn't be able to go cut up to the extreme, right in any of the alternatives. And we still have the key 
watershed is protected in all the alternative is including the full exception actually, there is a forest plan ready 
for forest planning policy direction that protect those watersheds. 
 
Speaker 1: We'll get to that, that crusades to that. And then lastly, there's protecting terrestrial habitat on 
habitat and biological diversity. This is kind of a summary of those effects. They are slightly different [inaudible 
00:01:15] and there are some, but overall it's minimal adverse effect. So if you want more information, we've 
got two websites. One, it has our general rule is information and the other one is project information and all the 
Dr. Carl polo documents are posted on the side on the left. Also, we have a story map online tool that you can 
use. It has all the alternatives. You can drill down into each alternatives, but probably the most useful tab is the 
furthest tab to the right that's tab you'll be able to turn off, on and off, various data layers and you'll be able to 
compare the alternatives on the same map out to a specific area. 
 
Speaker 1: So if you want to comment, you have until close of business December 17th or midnight December 
17th I should say Alaska time to provide your cards. You can do that through regulations.gov you can do that 
through our project website. You can do that by filling us a letter to that address. He also had an email address. 
[inaudible 00:02:38] That you can send an email to or today we will accept any written comments. So the next 
steps, as you know, we issued order DEIS as opposed to Google last month in October, which initiated the 
public comment period ends December 17 the rest of the month of November we'll be going around Southeast 
Alaska and giving very similar meetings throughout Southeast Alaska will also be an Anchorage in Washington, 



D C then after close to the common period. We were both transition the draft environmental impact to the final 
environmental impact statement based on public input. That could mean changes in analysis, changing the law 
alternatives are tribal and native Alaskan Data consultation is ongoing as well as our public engagement is 
ongoing. 
 
Speaker 1: The final environmental impact statement will be published late spring, early summer of 2020 and 
then the secretary of agriculture who is the responsible official for this decision will determine which alternative 
should become final and then we will need to come upon a rule in summer of 2020 and with that I'm going to 
turn it over to Chris and we will open it up for Q and A. 
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Speaker 2: So thank you once again for joining us. Then we switched over to the questions and answer 
session. I'm just going to ask if you put your hands up so I can get a feel for how many questions we're going to 
have this evening. I get a feel for that or make sure we are at that time. I have a question as we continue, we're 
going to ask it to ask the question on the microphone so please hold the microphone for you. My colleague on 
the far side over there on that side of the room and I'll work with that. We will transition to introductions. 
 
Speaker 2: So you've met Ken and it also introduced a couple other folks here. Christine Goff, he's our national 
director for the city management board. Christine oversees [inaudible 00:04:56] and NEPA and forest planning 
for the agency and she has been can be executive working with Ken and others on developing the rule and 
[inaudible 00:05:09] region. Okay, so what we want to do here is just to answer any broader questions for the 
group. We also want to again remind you that if you have comments, things like that, that were stuck in, you 
read the comments in the back and we encourage you to do that. Let me take the first question that was asked 
[inaudible 00:05:31] you know, so if it didn't change much, why are we doing this? 
 
Speaker 2: I think it's important to look at the, the information that when this was initiated wisely as for this 
exemption and when the secretary made his decision that he thought this was the most responsive based on 
the information that he gave up, we gave him, basically the saying was, Hey look, this wasn't just about where 
you look at the comments and input they gave us and the petition, it was actually my fraud, the requests really 
focused in on barriers to economic development within communities here in Southeast Alaska. 
 
Speaker 2: A part of that is was forest products and timber production, but it was also around access to critical 
minerals, mining, access to development of mitigation sites, hydroelectric energy and other connections 
between communities, those sorts of things. So it was a host of issues that were brought forward. And it is true 
that there's not a lot of fluctuation between the various alternatives. If you just look at it through the lens of 
timber production because that's really controlled by other pieces. The boundaries of that are controlled by 
statute through the timber, the Tonga timber reformat, the specifics of how you deliver that are bound by the 
forest plan and the road less rule which sits in between. That provides essentially this overriding piece to the 
forest plan about where you could do that and what this change is, where he can do that. 
 
Speaker 2: But the probably the broadest effect is the ability for local communities to develop some of these 
others without some of the border that the robo school puts in place to focus on. I know the following question 
to that is how would you approve many of those were those that come in. We have, but what this allows us to 
do is to do that more expediently and maybe in ways that are more cost effective that proponents of this are 
saying are creating barriers to economic development and local communities. So that's the overall basically. All 
right, we're going to open it up for questions and Earl is going to be the guy. 
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Speaker 3: Thank you. Thank you for your presentation. My question involves climate change. Given the fact 
that that is probably one of the, it is one of the largest environmental issues chasing the globe and that the 
[inaudible 00:08:23] is the largest US [inaudible 00:08:31] 8% that's about half of all the other national forest. 
Why isn't climate change considered on this presentation? I know that looking over in US forest service records 
that had been considered in 2010, 2006 thank you very much. 
 
Speaker 1: Okay, thank you. I'll go first and then Ken or someone else want to do this for the road less role, 
doesn't authorize any actual activities that would affect those things that you're talking about in terms of carbon 
on the Thomas that's really controlled by both statue and the forest plan and the way that it and the way that 
that operates. And so that's, I would say that's the broader reason why they see that and much of your analysis 
within the EIS is into the analysis that was associated with [inaudible 00:09:43] plan where it clearly talked 
about the linkages, their climate change and how that was considered in the development of that plan. And 
that's really the controlling piece about how we're managing the forest within that context. And I, I don't know 
[inaudible 00:09:58] 
 
Speaker 3: I would just add that to Chris's point about the, the proposed Rover's role, no matter which 
alternative to selected doesn't change the harvest level. It only changes the potential locations where you could 
actually go accomplish that harvest. And so the level of harvest is the same as it is prescribed in the 2016 
forest plan. And hence with that additional environmental analysis will happen when actual activities are 
proposed on the ground so that we can analyze that based on where those activities are actually proposed. But 
the road was from doesn't do that and not wish alternative is selected. 
 
Speaker 1: Well I've got one more question over here and y'all can just keep your seats [inaudible 00:10:52] . 
 
Speaker 2: Thank you Bill [inaudible 00:10:54] Thank you for being here and for your continued 
professionalism. It's difficult times in the deliberative process. Leading up to the choice of option six. How did 
the debt process consider the warmest ecological contributions? The natural capital, every system provided by 
the congress which resulted in about $700 million worth of economic activity benefit. The possibility that would 
be equivalent to door and lead to future degradation, degradation, value of that natural. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: So what's getting that goes back to the fact Alaska rules for alternative [inaudible 00:11:46] doesn't 
change the level part. So you know whether you heard of steam overruled over here in the lowest area versus 
old road in the there that's not, those have roughly pulling back. And the always for his plan [inaudible 
00:12:08] alive for a base set of ecological protection to [inaudible 00:12:16] to old growth habitat and we 
believe that the 2016 forest plan provides [inaudible 00:12:27] 
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Speaker 4: I think I can make this a lot more fun. How about if we know that we don't want to do comments 
tonight for the record, how about stand up? It'll get blood flowing as well if you're here tonight because you care 
about what happens on the Tonga national floor. Now stay standing 
 
Speaker 3: [inaudible] 
 
Speaker 4: because you want to see the no action alternative on the Tonga. 
 
Speaker 4: Are you here to grow the no [inaudible 00:13:19] service? 
 



Speaker 4: know this all ready but we're really tired of being bored out of these meetings where we want to 
have a stay and also want to ask a question important as well. So thank you for standing up. Thank you for 
being heard. My question to the forest service would be 
 
Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:13:38] hold on. I want us to be professional and other clubs that were ready to ask 
questions we're going to get to you of course we are. [inaudible 00:14:08] I appreciate that. I'm say, I want to 
make sure, I want to make sure everybody gets the, I want to make sure that everybody is able to ask if they 
want to, 
 
Speaker 4: but would like to make a comment for the record while you're here tonight because you came out 
and set aside time aside in your evening, you could be home with your kids, you could be home with your 
families, you could be out doing your hobby. Then instead we're here in this room. We're tired of not being 
heard in Southeast Alaska. I don't think that that's news 
 
Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:14:41] provide your comments to us in, in written format. We will definitely consider it. 
So if you have some thoughts here, you could just jot it down. We got yellow stickies, write it on the back, what 
our head down is headed into [inaudible 00:14:57] and then you can also send us a letter later on when you 
have time to articulate anything more. We have a woman over here that has question [inaudible 00:15:09] . 
 
Speaker 5: Thank you. My name's Jaylene [inaudible 00:15:24] passion here with on behalf of the sea Alaska 
corporation, originally from Angoon from [inaudible 00:15:28] national monument. Question suggestion are 
alternative six map. It looks like there's 9 million acres open now for development, but I have been around the 
road less or the longest management regulations that you've for many years and I know that that map doesn't 
really show what's actually even available for development. It's just showing me what's off the [inaudible 
00:15:55] Is there a way for you to create a map like that that shows what's actually available for development 
so that people don't continue to misconstrue this as opening out 9 billion acres of the time is to development 
because that is not what is happening here. There are many regulations in place that protect the tiniest and 
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I'm hoping that you'll take that suggestion and potentially make a map that shows the real picture of what this 
does. 
 
Speaker 5: And then my last question is because I know that a lot of our cries and our communities are 
concerned about now having a case by case analysis of projects, whether it's timber or other, what are you 
going to do with the forest service to ensure that that input is meaningful, that the communities and tribes in the 
state and all the community members still feel that their concerns are heard on, on each of those projects that 
are at analysis analyze on a case by case bases. 
 
Speaker 1: So in terms of the actual impact is going to be opened up on the Tongus as a result of selecting 
alternative sixth and full attention alternative. We do have a map, I think it's over by the gentleman in red back 
there that describes and shows the hundred and 85,000 acres that we'd be open to resulting selecting 
alternative six and those 185,000 acres. There's about 165,000 acres that are about 20,000 acres [inaudible 
00:17:27] . And how we determined that based on the suitability analysis from the 2016 correspondence 
analysis, who is are the areas that were determined based solely on the rules, the status. The only other 
remaining areas is by far the majority of the areas were determined to be not suitable to our analysis which are 
based on the fact that there's no trees out there. 
 
Speaker 1: There's two seat for one operation. There's other considerations are in wilderness areas or another 
areas that prohibited [inaudible 00:18:20] . Anybody want to add to that? 
 
Speaker 6: Well, you know in terms of, okay, so there's two questions here. One is what is, what is your sense 
of actually affect and is more limited in terms of what you can actually do more on those acres? You know, both 



of us basically said you can't harvest commercial timber, you can't build roads. If you look at what allows us 
and how we can find where we can do it there, those two things. If you don't have road this, there's a series of 
other things that we have to follow ball and regulation and forest plan that decline that. So you can't really build 
the road on a smoke that's going like this. You can't, our national forest management act doesn't allow us to 
harvest timber and that's why we talk about, again, this more limited set of acres that were actually disclosed in 
the two thousands about where you could do, you could do this nationally. 
 
Speaker 6: That plan is probably the biggest controlling factor where you can do things are not roasted as well 
as an ELCA and the time is typically going to happen and that's [inaudible 00:19:32] 
 
Speaker 2: that's the reality clarification. I think a lot of misinformation. 
 
Speaker 2: I'm sorry I didn't answer your second question. The second question, if I heard you correctly, how 
are we doing? Do you size the civic input and analysis on 
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projects? Correct. [inaudible 00:19:56] right. Let me turn that over to digital course. 
 
Speaker 7: Yeah, so site specific projects is like our normal NEPA process. So we we're required to follow a 
national environmental policy act and I think most of you are familiar with that person proposed timber sale. If 
there's a proposed recreation project that goes through the standard NEPA process of public input decision 
making and objection process and so that all gets considered. That's not a Trump day way by, so again, we've 
got alignment. Clarity has led to a lot of emotional Elizabeth some topic and you'll hear a lot on both extremes, 
but there's not a lot of emphasis or attention to students at all the alternatives and little some of the language 
that could improve those. I was a member of the [inaudible 00:21:02] by myself. 
 
Speaker 7: I was also a member of the citizens advisory committee that worked on a lot of the worse than all 
the alternatives that work is between those two strings and what was unanimously agreed to an adopted very 
specific language on settler. I'm on forest service. We refer to that to some various levels throughout. None, 
none of the exact mean really adopted. I'm just curious when the veganism is to bring that forward with the 
language tech dispensary, is that still a possibility? 
 
Speaker 2: So I'm going to answer your question Roger. Way for anyone in the audience that thinks that we 
miss something we didn't reflect and one of the alternatives are viewpoints or on the analysis that we we were 
missing something or didn't do correctly and that's what you're bringing up Robert, this you don't think that'd be 
reflecting those exceptions. Correct. Any input from and we'll make those adjustments and then do your input. 
There may be some things we agree with, some things we don't agree with, but that's, that's the process that, 
and I'm sure across the board whenever we have this many comments and this much input, we did our best to 
reflect everything we've heard and what you see on the wall. But I know that it can't, there's going to be 
refinements and changes. And Ken talked earlier about those commitment protection areas that we know we 
have still work to do in other areas. So this is that space to do this. Tell us, 
 
Speaker 8: hi, my name is Elaine trooper. I was wondering since it's pretty clear by the Nora's attendance at 
this gathering and by the huge number of ribbon comments here is received, there must be some debrief and 
for trying to fight the no action role. So I'm wondering, my question is what are the financial advantages to 
corporations with any of these alternatives compared to the no alternative option? 
 
Speaker 1: The question, just so we get it correctly, what, what were the financial benefits to corporations in 
any of the action alternatives as compared to the no action? 
 
Speaker 2: Okay. That's a good question. I don't think we really hit analysis to 
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Speaker 2: any specific corporations. However, our analysis was very broad, qualitative because I can paint 
your time for the record, but once again to the fact that there is no increase in timber harvest, that it really has 
minimal beneficial effect to the timber industry. We also think that the visitor use industry that there, there is a 
adverse effect to that. However, would you think that it's a displacement effect and will will really be bad for 
some outfitter and guys that are displaced potentially permanently or for long term in specific areas? So civic 
areas or watersheds could the visual quality could, they could get to the or to be roads in certain areas that are 
kind of while today and that could displace an adverse [inaudible 00:24:52] . 
 
Speaker 2: However, on the flip side of that, the roads that are used to vault, they could be utilized for greater 
access to road less areas and increase a different type of recreation, motorized recreation, recreational use 
that is dependent on roads and then the fishing fishing industry. We felt that there was no effect because being 
because of the, the protections in place from the 2016 forest plan and the protection of all the watersheds on 
the top of the session for us. Did that answer your question? 
 
Speaker 2: Okay. Sorry. Cut. We'll have to come back on the one-on-one trying to answer that better. 
 
Speaker 9: Yeah. Hi, my name is Erin Branco. I would just like to a dollar for every time you said 2016 forest 
plan because one of the things that I think is really important to recognize is how temporary that is and this 
exemption is not a temporary exemption. Can you tell me if it sunsets the exemption with the parts plan? That's 
a rhetorical question. So I would ask that each time in these public areas that you have, here's my question, 
what are you, what would you, what do you say, 2016 and protections for the duration of the 2016 forest 
planning because the road less act black to shape the next plan. And if it doesn't exist, those protections won't 
be in it. And we want those protections. And you're no longer in the congress and you're back in Washington, D 
C you're, you're onto your next [inaudible 00:27:04] . 
 
PART 1 OF 3 ENDS [00:27:04] 
 
Speaker 10: ...And you're back in Washington, D.C. or you're on to your next assignment in the [port 00:27:05] 
service. The people who are here are still here. [crosstalk 00:27:11] 
 
Speaker 10: Okay, here's another question. Will you please take my question as a formal comment [crosstalk 
00:27:18] this discussion, into the record? 
 
Speaker 11: If you write it down. 
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Speaker 10: So, [crosstalk 00:27:34] just to talk about that real quick. Rules, like the Roadless Rule, are 
generated as policy by every administration that's in there. So, the 2001 Roadless Rule was graded under 
Administration. 
 
Speaker 10: Other rules that we follow, same thing. In fact, [inaudible 00:27:55] if it does get revised at some 
point, and we're asked to look at that every 10, 15 years, it follows another rule that was just updated under the 
last Administration called the 2012 Forest Planning Rule. And that sets the guise of how we think about 
management for the Forest Plan going forward. 



 
Speaker 10: So yes, that is a multi-year plan. On average, the Agency takes six to eight years, a big public 
process to revise those Forest Plans. Yes, any of these can be changed at a time. The Administration that 
wants to change a policy or rule, they can be [crosstalk 00:28:33] public that's working with us when we revise 
the Plan that could change how the plan works. 
 
Speaker 11: But both of those have a lot of public info [inaudible 00:28:41]. 
 
Speaker 10: That's just the best way I can answer that. 
 
Speaker 10: Also, I didn't want to be flippant saying that if you write it down, we will take it. But, there's a 
reason behind that. And, the Agency... 
 
Speaker 12: But don't we have a recorder? 
 
Speaker 10: Well, we haven't done the best in interpreting what people have to say in the past. And we did it 
wrong, so it is best if you write it down, and that way, we can get multiple people to look at it. 
 
Speaker 12: [inaudible 00:29:19] can give you some! 
 
Speaker 10: I'm sorry. 
 
Speaker 10: I mean, we encourage it. If you have thoughts, write them down. And that way, we'll take what's in 
the [inaudible 00:29:29] record, and that's important. 
 
Speaker 10: Are there other questions? 
 
Speaker 13: Yes, thank you. I'm going to go into a bit more delicate scale. I had the good fortune to go out and 
pull invasive weeds with [SEAF 00:29:42] in partnership with the Tongass National Forest a couple times. 
 
Speaker 13: And, that's made me really aware of the impact that we have on the ecosystem and on the habitat 
here in [inaudible 00:29:54]. I also row along the coast and I've had a chance to volunteer both with Forest 
Service biologists and other biologist friends into a lot of places [crosstalk 00:30:05]. 
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Speaker 13: The amount of invasive species that I, with my limited experience, can recognize deep into places 
when they're in proximity to roads is horrifying to me. The ecological value of some of these invasive species... 
The ecological damage to these invasive species. 
 
Speaker 13: So, I have three questions. One is, what the Tongess' current budget is to deal with invasive 
species on the Forest. The second would be what the success of eradicating invasive species on the Forest is 
given your current budget. And the third would be how do you factor the public cost and ecological cost of 
extending roads into these areas which make corridors to put invasive species on that basically, from the best I 
can see, you can never undo. 
 
Speaker 10: I appreciate that comment. I remember working as a Ranger at Prince of Wales over in 2003. Prior 
to that, I think we were all in denial, this can't happen to Alaska. I remember someone pointing out reed canary 
grass in an area that I was familiar with that as well. 
 
Speaker 10: Invasives are an issue. I don't know currently exactly how much the Tongess... Even some local 
folks here are spending. We do have strategies in place. You're right, roads tend to be [portals 00:31:39] at 



areas, and we have taken precautions. We've got standards in terms of our seat next year, [inaudible 00:31:47] 
seat, and things. We do go in to recover sites. 
 
Speaker 10: I'd have to get you someone in the Tongess for exactly how much and what the success is. I know 
in some areas, we're certainly more successful than others. And typically, we have a strategy to see where we 
can put our money where we'll be most effective as well. But I'd have to talk to some of the specialists on the 
Tongess, yeah. 
 
Speaker 14: Thank you, sir. And my blood pressure has gone up every time you said, "written comments." I 
remember a time when we used to have public hearings where we would listen to the people we convened 
with. Not just say, "send in your written comments." 
 
Speaker 14: Some people don't have either the time or the ability to write well and to put thoughts that are so 
important to them on paper. And, I think you are shirking your responsibility to not have [inaudible 00:33:05] 
where you hear people. You don't read people. And, I have seen this as being a trend in all the course of these 
meetings in the last... How many? Ten to 15 years, where you've done away with public [crosstalk 00:33:28]. 
 
Speaker 14: We're a public [inaudible 00:33:33], which I think is extremely important to the process, extremely 
important to us. And how could you rationalize not recording any of our public comments? 
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Speaker 10: Thank you. I appreciate what you're saying. I will seriously think about that. We're trying to create 
an even playing field for everyone and make sure that everyone has an opportunity to provide their input. 
 
Speaker 10: One of our core values as an agency is to make sure that we are listening, and if you feel that 
we're not doing that, or if your views are not represented in what we put up here in the alternatives, for that, I 
hear you. And I said something that as we look at those comments that come in at the leadership [crosstalk 
00:34:49]. 
 
Speaker 15: My name is Bob [Canes 00:34:52] and I'm a [crosstalk 00:34:53] here. I've gone here and 
[inaudible 00:34:59] National Forest. But, my question is really not related to my true business. It's related to 
the big picture. And I wonder if you could bring up that environmental analysis slide. Which one... Yeah, that's 
it. 
 
Speaker 15: My question to you is, looking at these different alternatives, our [inaudible 00:35:34]. Minimal or 
none. And my question is, how were those determined? How far into the future did your analysts go when 
putting up with these effects? 
 
Speaker 15: Because when we look at the Tongess and the resource it is and what it provides, we live here, 
but what it's going to provide to residents, citizens of our country in the next 50 years, 60 years. As our climate 
and our livability areas change, the Tongess is going to be worth more and more and more, economically in the 
state that it's in now, rather than in a compromised state with roads. I really believe that we need to look at this 
way in the future. 
 
Speaker 15: So my question is, how far into the future, when these effects were determined, did your team 
look? And what kinds of parameters did your team set for what effects are? 
 
Speaker 10: That's a great question. I don't know the exact answer, but I do know that in terms of long-term, 
our planned horizon is only like, 20 years that we looked at. So, we did not look 50, 100 years out in the future. 
And I can find out specifically for you, in terms of exactly how we did that specific analysis. 
 



Speaker 11: I'd also say those ranges should be [inaudible 00:37:25]. Because every resource you look at, 
you're going to look at a different time horizon, usually. I'd also say that this slide actually is only looking at key 
issues. Those key issues that we heard from the public that [inaudible 00:37:41]. There's a whole host of other 
effects and analyses that [inaudible 00:37:46]. This is the really key issues that we talked about at the 
beginning of this. So I'd go there and look there. And if you think we got some of those wrong, [inaudible 
00:38:00]. 
 
Speaker 10: Am I still going with you in terms of questions? Okay, I'm sorry. Go ahead. 
 
Speaker 16: Hello. 
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Speaker 10: Oh. 
 
Speaker 16: My name is [inaudible 00:38:12] and I have two questions. My first question is, out of the over 
100,000 comments you've received so far, approximately what percentage of those prefer to have the current 
Road Rule on the Tongess? 
 
Speaker 10: I can't give you an exact number, but it is very high. [crosstalk 00:38:40] 
 
Speaker 16: And I had a second question, which is, it was widely reported that President Trump directed 
Secretary Purdue to select option six. And I'm curious, is that 90% of all those thousands and thousands of 
voices going to stop that from happening? 
 
Speaker 11: So, first of all, it wasn't just the comments that were input that came into this. As we named at the 
beginning, there was the comments, there were the citizens advisory, the state's government cooperating 
agency, other cooperating agencies, info we received in consultation, and then some of the work that we did 
with municipalities and others. That all informed where we were, so I want to make sure that we characterize 
that correctly. 
 
Speaker 11: We have provided all of that information about the voices we heard, the amounts of support for 
any various alternative to the Secretary. The Secretary asked us, like I said, to go back and look at some other 
things to kind of divide out some of those a little more closely. And that all informed the decision. 
 
Speaker 11: In terms of your question in terms of the President, what I can tell you is that we get our direction 
from the Secretary. We inform the Secretary about what we heard and what we analyzed. He told us to select 
which alternative as the [inaudible 00:40:12]. 
 
Speaker 17: Well, my name's [Somers Cole 00:40:19]. I'm a [inaudible 00:40:19] here in Southeastern Alaska. 
And I guess I want to thank Bob for asking questions about the environmental analysis slide. I also have a 
question on that slide. 
 
Speaker 17: So, [inaudible 00:40:33] that alternatives two through six would have an adverse effect on natural 
habitat- it didn't say that, but an adverse effect on natural habitat [inaudible 00:40:46]. How is it possible that 
adverse effect on [inaudible 00:40:56], aquatic and biological diversity will have zero impact on the land that's 
here? 
 
Speaker 11: So, this slide here doesn't really explain the whole story. And mainly it is a [crosstalk 00:41:15] 
because if you look at the EIS, you will see that we had a wide variety of [inaudible 00:41:24] and aquatic 
habitat [crosstalk 00:41:27] going from no effect all the way across the board to this will have an adverse effect. 
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Speaker 11: And I was trying to generalize this slide and that's my fault for generalizing the slide too much and 
throwing that whole key issue into this one descriptor. But you have to go to the EIS to look at the descriptors of 
the effects. And if you do look at aquatic habitat, you will see that there is no effect across the board. 
 
Speaker 18: [crosstalk 00:41:59] I'm Doug Bryan, I've lived in Alaska for a long time, moved out in the woods 
and fished for a long time. Question that has a key thing to do with that, you guys developed really nice 
alternatives and whatnot. As I look at that and what's going on, [inaudible 00:42:22] forgotten about it, taking 
alternative six [inaudible 00:42:27]. 
 
Speaker 18: My question is, will all of this change with the change in Administration in Washington, D.C. in 
2020? 
 
Speaker 11: We are... Yes. I mean, if you look at the history of our rulemakings and others', they are fresh in 
the policy by any Administration who is elected to be in the Executive branch. And so, the answer is yes. 
Another Administration could add a different policy reference and they could ask us to undertake a rule-making 
like this. That's the bottom line. 
 
Speaker 11: And on the [inaudible 00:43:13] one, just to follow up a little bit on what Ken said, it's really 
important to recognize that the protection against the streams from any activity that they're doing, they're 
bounded by the Forest Plans standards and guides, the [crosstalk 00:43:33]. And those are really the things 
that affect when you do an individual project, how you do that project. And you'll see that in the EIS. 
 
Speaker 11: And what I would say to that is, we're not standing up here... We've gone through and done 
[inaudible 00:43:53]. We've made a series of alternatives that reflect what we heard. The Secretary has chosen 
preferred alternatives. This is your space to look at those and provide us with what you think. 
 
Speaker 12: No, no, no, no.That's not what this is. It's not a public hearing. 
 
Speaker 11: No. I'm saying- [crosstalk 00:44:11] That's what we're trying to do is to set you up here today 
about how you comment and how you can provide that input [inaudible 00:44:21]. That's the bottom line. 
 
Speaker 19: [inaudible 00:44:31] Just a couple of quick things before my question, which is a direct response to 
whether this is a hearing or not. It's disturbing that the legislative [inaudible 00:44:45] are not treated the same 
across the board, and the alternatives. Because those are standard by-law by the Congress, Senator 
Murkowski and Senator Stevens both voted for [inaudible 00:44:56]. And many, many people in this room and 
other communities have great support for that. 
 
Speaker 19: My issue is, I'm really confused here. I got a letter, [inaudible 00:45:16], I opened it up last night, 
dated October 18th and it talked about the public 
 
Juneau Roadless Rule Meeting - Final Page 12 of 22  
 Transcript by Rev.com 
 
 
 
This transcript was exported on Dec 13, 2019 - view latest version here. 
 
process that was going to go forward. And it talked about subsistence hearings. Subsistence hearings. 
 
Speaker 19: And, as I understand it, talking with my friend [inaudible 00:45:37] Sanders, I don't know if he's 
here or not tonight, but he argued last night that under the law of the Alaska Benefact, you are required to hold 
subsistence hearings about something of this magnitude happening on this Forest. 



 
Speaker 19: Now, I came here thinking this was going to be a statistics thing. I am not a statistician. I have 
great respect for those people in this room and throughout Alaska [inaudible 00:46:06]. And, this was supposed 
to be the time and place for people to come together and say exactly what [Kayla 00:46:16] was talking about 
earlier. When you talked eloquently about guides in this little nook and this cranny, or where have you, some 
hidden place in the forest, with their spot, and they were going to get dislodged from that spot. That's exactly 
what's going to happen statistically to this Forest. And we're sitting here waiting for this hearing and it's not 
here. Do you guys have some kind of answer for this, please? 
 
Speaker 11: Yeah, I do. We should've been more clear upfront. So, we have 17 or 18 public meetings here in 
Alaska. All of those in rural Alaska, rural regions, we will have subsistence hearings. Only Anchorage and 
Juneau we did not because of the rural argument parts. 
 
Speaker 11: And so, we will be hosting our standard public meeting, it will be similar to tonight. About a half-
hour introduction, an hour of question and answer, and then a break. At that time, we'll meet with people one-
on-one, and then we'll conduct an intensive subsistence hearing. 
 
Speaker 14: Isn't there a subsistence [inaudible 00:47:30]? 
 
Speaker 11: I'm sorry, I can't hear you without the mic. 
 
Speaker 14: I just wondered if there was a subsistence hearing [crosstalk 00:47:37] 
 
Speaker 11: So, I believe there is a subsistence [RAAC 00:47:42] member that resides in Juneau. There will be 
a RAAC member from Southeast, and these are the subsistence hearings we're conducting. But we did not 
plan for Anchorage and Juneau or more urban areas here to conduct or to host. I'm sorry that we weren't clear. 
 
Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:48:07] 
 
Speaker 11: I'm sorry? 
 
Speaker 20: That's not true. 
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Speaker 10: I have a question here and then I'll quick [inaudible 00:48:16] 
 
Speaker 21: Is this working? Good, thank you. I want to give you a little private consult on this via diversity and 
minimal effects. At one time, there was a herring biomass [inaudible 00:48:30] 40 miles. It's gone. When are 
you putting it back? 
 
Speaker 21: I am [inaudible 00:48:43]. And when I speak for my people, I speak for all my ancestors. Our 
foods, ancestral lands, are these roads in this [inaudible 00:48:54] ain't gonna take place. 
 
Speaker 11: Yes sir, thank you for your comments. And I very much appreciate what you're saying. And again, 
we are going to consultation, we're allowing for that input to come in through cooperative agency status. And I 
certainly respect your input on that. And come and talk to me afterwards. I appreciate [inaudible 00:49:33]. 
 
Speaker 11: So, we've got about a few minutes left here for Q&A, then we break up. So, let's get a sense of 
how many more questions we have. I think there was [inaudible 00:49:48]. 
 



Speaker 22: Yeah. My question is on the slide that's up there, too. You answered some of it and maybe you're 
going to put some more clout into this slide, but if you look at alternative four, five, and six, they're all exactly 
the same dialogue in each box. But alternative four is minimal adverse effect and five and six are moderate. 
 
Speaker 22: And I guess what I heard is there is a lot more things you just couldn't fit on there, but I'm just 
wondering how many hop from minimal to adverse would have exactly the same dialogue underneath about 
minimal effects in development? 
 
Speaker 10: So, in terms of alternatives four, five, and six, these are very similar in terms of impact on 
[inaudible 00:50:52]. However, as you go along the spectrum, alternative four only allows [inaudible 00:51:04] 
harvest within the modified landscape and the timber development. And then as you move to alternative five, it 
adds in [crosstalk 00:51:07] that could potentially get effected. And then alternative six is essentially the same 
as alternative five, [inaudible 00:51:18] potential harvest. 
 
Speaker 23: Thank you. My name's Kathy [inaudible 00:51:18] and I have a follow-up question on Juneau into 
urban to have a subsistence hearing. And I'm just curious, is there a population size? Like, at some point will 
any move be too big to have subsistence input? 
 
Speaker 23: Then I also had a question about [inaudible 00:51:45] along roads. And I'm not up-to-date on 
whether or not Forest policy includes the use of pesticides on roads and whether that would be something else 
potentially introduced by this Roadless. 
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Speaker 23: And my third thing is just being a little bit confused. There was a question before the official 
question and answers that I think somebody said, if there's really going to be no impact, because it seems like 
you guys are trying to suggest that we're overblowing the effects of alternative six. So, if it's really not going to 
be that, why is it being proposed? 
 
Speaker 23: Somebody out there said we'll get to that in the questions. So, three questions. The subsistence, 
the pesticides, and why are we even... Well, I guess you said, because the Secretary told you to. 
 
Speaker 10: So there's quite a few questions in there. I'll just try to address again. So, under the Federal 
Subsistence Program, the communities of Juneau, Ketchikan, and Anchorage-Fairbanks have not been 
designated as rural under subsistence. They're larger communities. So that community [inaudible 00:53:17]. 
And so, the federally-qualified users primarily reside in the rural communities that we'll be visiting during this 
effort. 
 
Speaker 10: So, we put that, but we did not advertise a subsistence hearing in a non-rural community like 
Anchorage or Juneau. Looking at it right here, our pesticide has changed since I left Alaska. I'm not sure if 
we're using herbicides as far as what's approved here in Alaska. 
 
Speaker 24: We are on a project-by-project- 
 
Speaker 10: Project-by-project basis. I know that the Prince of Wales, our landscape assessment 
 
PART 2 OF 3 ENDS [00:54:04] 
 
Speaker 25: I know that the personal's large landscape assessment... That was an issue that we were working 
through, on whether we would use herbicides as part of that. 
 
Speaker 26: So that is a potential? 
 



Speaker 25: What's that? Not in Roadless, no. Yeah, so just real quick, the Roadless Rule doesn't talk to that. 
All Roadless- 
 
Speaker 26: Right, but if you have a road and pesticides are allowed- 
 
Speaker 25: Right. And then so the thing to remember is that if we propose to build a road, it has to be 
consistent with the forest plan and then we're going to go through with the project, an eco analysis and a 
decision to do that. And as [Troy 00:54:46] was saying, at that point we look at the affects of the bases where 
we put that road in. So in the case of the Prince of Wales one, we called for the use of herbicides, is that 
correct? In order to deal with that. So it happens on a project by project basis through a public process. 
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Speaker 25: And on your first question, I did actually answer the first thing. I came in and I talked about the 
broader, you know, if you look at this in terms of, you know, there's really no difference... Well we're looking at 
that through the lens of timber, where there's mild differences. But most of that is really about where, and not 
necessarily about how much. 
 
Speaker 25: But there are other affects that were brought forward that these different alternatives address. And 
they really have to do with the barriers to economic development or other things that Roadless affected. And 
that can be access to mining. So right now with the existing Roadless, if there is an existing mining claim, you 
can get access to that, but this makes the process more direct and more clear and you may have a cheaper 
way to get there that than what is currently allowed under Road Rule. 
 
Speaker 25: And I'm speculating there, but I'm just saying that's some of the things that we've gotten back. It 
addresses connectivity between communities, which is another issue that was brought forward by the state. It 
addresses energy development. There are some exceptions in the existing 2001 rule for energy development. 
There's others that are not. It addressed those in places. So there's a broader set of things that are disclosed in 
the ELS referring to that. 
 
Speaker 25: And so, sir, I want to just check in. I will get to you, I want to make sure we're not... Can I go here 
first or there? Here first. Sir, can I do that and I'll com right to you. Sorry. 
 
Theresa Jermain: Okay. I guess that means me. My name is [Theresa Jermaine 00:00:56:45], and I was born 
here in Juneau in 1955, and I was raised in this village, The Juneau Indian Village, and I graduated high school 
of JDHS. I worked for [Klukwan and Haida 00:57:03] for 20 years. I worked for the state of Alaska for 15 years. 
All of that doing job creation. 
 
Theresa Jermain: And this Roadless thing is to create jobs and economic development? For who? It's going to 
be for those developers that want those resources. We might get a few of our people employed on their jobs, 
but the majority of them are going to be people from out of state. 
 
Theresa Jermain: Of the 144 thousand comments that you've received so far, what was the breakdown? How 
many were Alaska residents? How many were from our of state? How many were for the change? How many 
were in opposition of the change? 
 
Speaker 27: It doesn't matter. 
 
Theresa Jermain: Questions. Those are all questions. And in Alternative 6, what information was used to go 
with Alternative 6? I don't see that in here. How will Alternative 6 affect the carbon offset projects that are 
underway right now? 
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Theresa Jermain: With Sealaska, they get paid to not cut their trees down, because of the carbon monoxide 
going into the atmosphere. They need more trees. To help offset what is going on there. Will exemption from 
the Roadless Rule affect those carbon offset projects? 
 
Theresa Jermain: There is also a section in there that says, "There is no regulatory prohibitions on timber 
harvest or road construction/reconstruction." What does that mean? When I first read it, I thought it meant, 
okay, they can cut down every tree. They can build as many roads as they want to, to get to whatever minerals 
they want to extract and process. Is that what that means? A better explanation there would be helpful. 
 
Theresa Jermain: And I am in favor of no action. Everything's been going good. Who is the ones that are 
asking for the development of those lands? We've lived here for 10,000 years and more, without developing 
those resources, without cutting down those trees. And we're still here, we're surviving. If we cut those trees, 
and we take those minerals out, what are we going to have left? Barren land. 
 
Theresa Jermain: Mother Nature is doing that just fine. Right now with all of the forest fires that we have in 
Alaska, now are going on in California. All the trees being burned down. What we're doing for the carbon effect 
offset projects, all these forest fires are negating what we're trying to do by planting more trees, keeping our 
trees, keeping our environment safe. Doing whatever it is that we need to do to protect our land, to protect our 
waters, to protect our animals, and to protect the air we breathe. 
 
Theresa Jermain: If you're not taking public comments here? I came with a two page written comment and put 
it in your box. I didn't see any other comments in that box. I came here because I was told that we were going 
to be testifying. You were going to be taking testimonies. Obviously that wasn't true. So somebody needs to be 
doing better work as far as communicating the information we need to make effective decisions. Because 
whatever you guys decide, it's going to affect every one of us. And we can not do that. You have to come 
together. We have to work together. We have to come up with solutions that will not decimate our land, and will 
provide economic growth. 
 
Speaker 25: Thank you. 
 
Theresa Jermain: I had to do that for 35 years, so I know what it's like to create jobs in villages where there are 
no jobs. It can be done. So, I think it can be done without changing the Roadless Rule. 
 
Speaker 25: Thank you. I want to thank you for your feedback, and I want to be really clear that we are taking 
your comments still. 
 
Speaker 25: And in the effort of time, you know you asked several questions in there. But one I'll answer is that 
this doesn't affect the Sealaska Program at all. But 
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others... I'm available after this, one on one, and I can answer some of your other pieces that are there. 
 
Speaker 25: There's a couple other people that are just waiting to get online, you know. So I want to make sure 
we get to them. 
 



John Levitt: Hey, my name is [John Levitt Switchbuck 01:03:01] I'm a retired fish biologist from way back. A 
couple of simple questions. One is there other many examples of the state being granted an exemption from a 
federal regulation of this magnitude? 
 
Speaker 25: So, I don't know of any other outside of actually this... Alaska. Because the original proposed rule 
for the 2001 Roadless Rule exempted Alaska. And then that was changed in the final rule. And then the USDA 
changed that again, and made a new rule, that said they would be exempt in 2003, and that was the state of 
policy at that time. And then we've gone back and forth in court since that time. So I'm not aware of other rules 
that take that approach. 
 
Speaker 25: But what I do know is that in the 2001 Roadless Rule, different states have petitioned us, like 
Alaska did, for creating a more specific Roadless Rule for their state. But Alaska is the one that has been, since 
it's inception, the one that was called out [inaudible 00:10:13]. 
 
John Levitt: My second question is, are there any times that the level of timber harvest isn't going to change 
really and corrupt the alternative? You know, what I'm interested in is the level of timber harvest in old growth 
areas and an increase in [crosstalk 01:04:35]. 
 
Speaker 28: So the other thing that the Roadless Rule doesn't change, no matter which alternative is selected, 
and again I know some people aren't going to be too happy about this, but the Tongess is in the process of 
transitioning from an old growth to the young growth strategy, and that is not going to change. Even under the 
full exemption alternative. So that the Tongess is still on track to transition away from old growth to new growth 
over the next... Well, at the end of 12 years now. 12 to 15. 
 
Speaker 28: It does make additional acres. The full exemption alternative does make, actually a variety of 
alternatives, there are additional old growth acres that are made available to increase the number of places that 
you could go get that 4 to 6 million board feet that is prescribed in the forest plan. 
 
John Levitt: [inaudible 01:05:27]. 
 
Speaker 28: Eventually, yes. 
 
Speaker 25: All right, so a few more questions. Yep. We're going to take a few more questions, and then we're 
going to be available out there, so. 
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Phillip Moser: Okay. Hi, my name is [Phillip Moser 00:01:05:41], I was born here in 1990. I feel like we could do 
a better acknowledgement of indigenous lands here. So I'd like 
 
to say, thank you Klukwan and Haida for having us here. 
 
Phillip Moser: In regards to technology in the lands, I have a couple of questions. The first would be, is there 
any reason why this [inaudible 01:06:06] today Klukwan and Haida for the women, violence against women. 
[inaudible 01:06:13] go off. 
 
Speaker 25: Repeat the question. 
 
Phillip Moser: The question is, did you did we schedule this with knowledge that there was [inaudible 
01:06:24]? 
 
Speaker 25: No. 
 



Phillip Moser: Okay. And then the second question would be, I guess this past Saturday in the nation, our 
representatives from [Hik, Una, and Klukwan Haida 00:12:41] and [Heidenberg 01:06:41] exchanged, within the 
community [inaudible 01:06:45]. I think had a meeting with the forest service. And before that last week, Tlingit 
and Haida community organization, Hoonah Indian Association organized [inaudible 01:06:53] issued a joint 
statement within the Forest Service's plan. There's a quote... I'm sorry, hold on one sec, from one of the 
leaders of those communities, saying that, they felt steamrolled by being treated as cooperative agencies 
instead of sovereign governments on unseated land. I would just like to ask if we're bringing 
acknowledgements of native land, how much weight did the forest service give to our recognized tribes here in 
Southeast Alaska? 
 
Speaker 25: Yeah, a couple of comments, and yes, very serious. So we did conduct a consultation with our 
secretary this weekend, with a number of the tribes that had requested that. This is the first time in Alaska that 
we offer cooperating agency status to the tribes, and I sent a letter out inviting all of the tribes in Southeast 
Alaska to do that. 
 
Speaker 25: For some of the same reasons that you shared. And we did have six tribes including Tlingit Haida 
Council, that did sign on as cooperating agencies. I know that they have put a lot of effort and a lot of work into 
the specific alternatives. 
 
Speaker 25: They shared their concerns, they felt very strongly that it was... that they felt steamrolled, bait and 
switch, I've heard other terms. And so they have shared that with us. And considering and trying to work 
through that, the timing, because where they put their efforts, it came as somewhat of a surprise, I think to 
those folks as well. 
 
Speaker 25: And so, we have been working, and will continue to work throughout this process. We have trust 
responsibilities with the tribes, and you saw one of the slides that talked about [inaudible 01:09:17] consultation 
is open, it is ongoing. And we'll continue to, kind to solve, and in a meaningful way and continue that 
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dialogue. And I think we actually had a very difficult but very productive meeting and consultation this last 
weekend in some places. 
 
Phillip Moser: Okay. The other question, whose suggestion [inaudible 01:09:43]. It sounds like, from what I'm 
reading, that meeting was protested from [Wallace 01:09:54] and other native communities. [inaudible 
01:09:55] community. 
 
Speaker 25: So yeah. So two of the tribes, one of them the [inaudible 01:10:02] and parts of the [Jackson and 
parts of the Wallace 01:10:13] from Jackson, had requested formal consultation with the department and the 
Secretary, and the under secretary. As in Secretary designates, took them upon that offer, and he actually 
offered to come out to Alaska at the commission [inaudible 01:10:24] Washington DC to consult. So it was at 
their request. 
 
Phillip Moser: Why wasn't it the secretary? 
 
Speaker 25: The secretary designated the other secretary. I can't give a rationale, that's normal though. It's a 
very common approach. So we're going to take one last question. You've been waiting. 
 
Briana: My name is [Briana Malcove 01:10:56], and I was here in June. A couple of texts that you have 
accepted, that are named under the current Roadless Rule, and I just wanted to clarity, It is my understanding 
that the Forest Service has approved every exception permit that has been put through, under current 
Roadless protection for both the Tongess and the Chubach National Forests. 
 
Speaker 25: That is correct. 



 
Briana: Okay. And so I just wanted to make sure of that. Do you think that, a few things like hydroelectric 
projects that have been proposed, exceptions are being made 
 
already, under current Roadless Rule for those projects. 
 
Speaker 25: Yeah, I think the thing to clarify there, the position of the sate, and through their petition, and other 
folks have provided that provided us input. Two factors there. One is the length of time to go through that 
added process, those exceptions get approved through a broader process that can create a barrier for 
economic development. And then the other piece that was brought to us, from a comment from the sate is that 
there are some activities that don't have exceptions, such as geothermal [inaudible 01:12:09]. So it's both. 
[crosstalk 00:18:23]. 
 
Speaker 25: Okay, so I really appreciate the time today. We're available- 
 
Briana: A few more questions please. We're got two more questions right here ready to go. We've been waiting 
a long time. 
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Speaker 25: All right. All right. Fair enough. That's great. 
 
Larry West: And I think we're ready. My name is Larry West, I am the core director of [crosstalk 01:12:37]. 
 
Larry West: I've lived in Southeast Alaska since 1997. And every summer, I show hundreds, and now 
collectively over the years, thousands of visitors through this region, over time. And the issue that I specifically 
want to address, I'm just going to but in here and make the move, go away here comes back, is does this have 
a fair playing field? And human playing field? That has come up more that once tonight, and I'm going to 
specifically address that by saying three things and asking questions, so here we go with that. 
 
Larry West: Several years ago the committee appointed by the Forest Service to steer the process of reviving 
the Tongess Management Plan was highly fire, in it's varied composition. So [inaudible 00:19:23]. And no we 
face the results of those decisions. And by and large, they're not favorable for the region's biggest economic 
interest, which are tourism and fishing. Both of which have always been negatively impacted by timber activities 
throughout the region. Roads, as developed by and for the commercial interests of nonnative populations, have 
been non favorable to the region's indigenous populations. 
 
Larry West: Ever since people like [inaudible 01:13:54] usurped the breeze [inaudible 01:13:57] over a hundred 
years ago. That kind of was an even playing field, and now the many many voices that I'm in touch with all the 
time in my work. In places like Haines, in places like Klukwan in places like Teslin, and other places around 
Southeast Alaska where I do my work. The native voices of these people are very clearly opposed to activities 
like building more roads, which will almost certainly benefit, primarily, yet not exclusively, large scale 
commercial entities and their industrial scale activities, which they are even more to reduce native people's 
ability to live in their traditional ways. 
 
Larry West: Yet the Forest Service itself is on record as paying for opinions favorable to building roads, and yet 
not paying Native groups their opinions. That just came up in this week's news. 90 percent of nearly 150 
thousand comments favored no access, and yet for reasons you have stopped far short of making clear, the 
US Forest Service had decided that Alternative 6 is preferred, right? 
 
Larry West: Would you please show all of us, not how we should be using our time here, which I appreciate 
that, but why you reached that decision in the face of that kind of opposition, and that kind of impact from so 
many people, particularly those who have been here for a very long time? And seeking alternatives, we not live 



in a time when alternative facts are created ad naseum on a daily basis at the country's highest level of 
authority, and [finally 01:15:45] state policy is increasingly and not seemingly entirely dictated by corporate 
interests and influence, because that is where the money comes from, to get big policy. That's the way things 
work these days. 
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Larry West: All right. So, how are you going to assure us in this room, that you have anything close to an even 
playing field? That's what we need to know. 
 
Speaker 25: Thank you. I can assure you that we have represented the views that we've heard thus far from 
the secretary to inform his decision of the preferred alternative. We are asking you, did we get it right in what 
we presented in terms of various alternatives that reflect the views that we heard, and we'll continue to do that. 
My job is to accurately portray to the secretary what we're hearing that informs these decisions in this case, 
things like the preference of Alternative 6 as the preferred alternative proposed action. And we will continue 
through that process. 
 
Larry West: All right, I promise to keep this focused. Prior to my recent retirement, I was a [clikline 01:17:11] 
biologist for 24 years. For Southeast Alaska, I am familiar with the Tongess Forest Plan, although I've never 
worked for the Forest Service. I understand that the 46 million board feet figure that several of you have 
mentioned, right? Is a reflection of the allowed [inaudible 01:17:26] with protects the maximum that could be cut 
on any given year on average, across timber average. I wonder, and I understand that that won't change as a 
result of whatever happens with this Roadless Rule. My question is, what is the actual harvest been, annual 
harvest been over the last five, ten years? And do you realistically think that won't change if the industry is 
allowed to build new roads into places that they really want to harvest? What do you expect actual harvest to 
be, and not allow the silt point to be? 
 
Speaker 25: Yeah, I don't have the actual numbers. Let's see, but it's been roughly about 9 million [inaudible 
01:18:33] relative... Gosh, I'm not sure what the Forest would tell us exactly where we landed at the end of the 
year. But that's the goal, that's the target. It's hard to predict. There are lots of other factors out there besides 
our projects. There are tariffs now that are affecting values, there are softening markets. There are different 
demands. 46 is what the allowable quantity is. That is roughly where our target has been, and we've certainly 
fallen short of that in the last couple of years. 
 
Speaker 25: Okay. Thank you. I know how polarizing this is. [inaudible 01:19:28] oppose or support. And 
actually from all of the folks that we heard from the [inaudible 00:25:36]. What I want you to hear is exactly what 
I said before, please talk. Please talk to your neighbors, talk to your organizations, talk to your representatives, 
talk to us. Provide us with those comments. We will accurately reflect that to how we will provide that 
information to the secretary. We're available for conversation after this, and I appreciate the time today. Thank 
you. 
 
Speaker 25: [crosstalk 01:20:16] 
 
PART 3 OF 3 ENDS [01:20:20] 
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Mike: [inaudible 00:00:01] 
 
Speaker 1: All right, thanks Mike. So with that, let me just open it up for questions. If there's questions, 
comments. I know [inaudible 00:00:13] mentioned we do take written comments as well, it can be hard to hear. 
If you want to leave those individually with us, but I'll open it up [inaudible 00:00:24] 
 
Speaker 2: Hi. I need a little better understanding of, you know, looking up at the maps up there, I know we've 
talked about the LUDS and exactly... LUDS is a land designation, but what exactly does it cover and not cover? 
What's decided on, to use the term LUD, because [inaudible 00:00:52] especially in the first one, like I see on 
that last map there, there's LUD development, LUD non-development, what's the difference? 
 
Speaker 1: There's one map, [inaudible 00:01:05] and then regulations overlay that [inaudible 00:01:22] with 
the five land categories, you see that ice, right? And there will be additional direction on top of, of course, 
planned direction. 
 
Dave: [crosstalk 00:01:35] so you've got a development lot here, you can harvest timber in development lots, it 
still grows. We have other LUDS, like on the other end of the spectrum, that land-use designation seemingly 
[crosstalk 00:01:51] 
 
Speaker 3: And think of it like zoning. So you zone your town in different developments, you do commercial 
zoning, you can built a Wal-Mart here [inaudible 00:02:00] or you can do other things. That's sort of the simple 
analogy, I think, for how those LUDS affect just what you can do in these areas, and what you're allowed to do. 
Those are further defined by what's in the plans and in the guideline. 
 
Speaker 3: It is like the land use plan and zoning plan, where each one of these has these set zoning 
regulations, what we call standards and guidelines. For each one of these various, we're mandated by multiple-
use. We need to try to apply that to these different variations on the landscape of zoning. 
 
Speaker 2: So what is a non-development LUD mean? 
 
Speaker 5: It means it's not meant for commercial super-production, like mining or commodity capital. If you 
want to go to a [inaudible 00:02:57] recreational animal-centric activities. 
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Speaker 4: Hi. Is the new FCA secretary the only person who can opt for alternative one instead of six? 
 
Speaker 1: I'm sorry? 
 
Speaker 4: In the packet on the slide, it said the USDA secretary is the decision-maker on alternative six. Is 
that the only entity that can opt for, say, alternative one? 
 
Dave: One or two or three. Yeah. So the secretary [inaudible 00:03:29] is the responsible official, so he is the- 
 
Speaker 4: Will that person review all of our comments? 



 
Dave: I don't know if the secretary will actually read every comment, but we will be pulling that together and 
yes, we as the team [crosstalk 00:03:48] 
 
Speaker 1: So, what I'll do is we've got a process called [inaudible 00:03:52] analysis, and we'll just do 
[inaudible 00:04:02] and we'll probably have to have [inaudible 00:04:02] comments by the time the [inaudible 
00:04:02] but we'll distill all that. We'll write it down and give it to them. We'll simplify it like we did last time, 
[crosstalk 00:04:10] 
 
Speaker 4: So [inaudible 00:04:18] ground here, [inaudible 00:04:20] lot of roads, but [inaudible 00:04:26] 
including alternative three, I assumed it would mean [inaudible 00:04:29] roadless [inaudible 00:04:32] Why 
would we change such an important... what does that mean? That's pretty important to have a system, and why 
would you do that, [inaudible 00:04:41] rebuild the roads, and what would that mean for that other [inaudible 
00:04:45] 
 
Dave: I didn't look specifically at [inaudible 00:04:46] on this. I don't know the specifics of that area, but I put in 
three areas that didn't [inaudible 00:04:54] those areas were either [inaudible 00:04:57] or the area adjacent to 
[inaudible 00:04:59]. 
 
Speaker 1: There's areas right next to [inaudible 00:05:05] that, that have room [inaudible 00:05:06] we saw 
that as an opportunity for [inaudible 00:05:06] 
 
Dave: Yeah, we'll have to look at that, I don't know that [inaudible 00:05:17] very logical exception, so the 
area's [inaudible 00:05:23] existing road system that would be expanded on [inaudible 00:05:41] we'll have to 
look at that [inaudible 00:05:41] 
 
Speaker 3: Maybe after [inaudible 00:05:41] this is [inaudible 00:05:41] 
 
Speaker 3: So yeah, it is a LUD two even though there's something there.... oh, that's why, because in an 
alternative three, you drop all the LUD twos [inaudible 00:05:59] because we didn't want the regulatory 
direction overlaying the statutory reference. [inaudible 00:06:04] direction, kind of [inaudible 00:06:09] 
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Speaker 5: So it would be under- 
 
Speaker 3: Statutory direction, yeah. 
 
Speaker 5: Sorry, I'm trying to think of an ordinance. Okay. 
 
Speaker 6: At this point in the process, are we locked into one of these six alternatives as... basically, has 
everything been locked, are there still stuff we can change, or based upon all of your community meetings and 
your community comments, is a new alternative possible, or do you expect, like, an amendment to these 
alternatives? Or just kind of [inaudible 00:06:41] and you're going to filter them into one of the six [crosstalk 
00:06:43] 
 
Dave: So we spent a lot of time trying to explain all of those other action alternatives. Right now, as we went, 
as the secretary went out with this, he indicated a preferred, which was alternative six. We are taking 
comments on all of the alternatives, yeah, again, but I would say in our initial meetings as well, there is a lot of 
support for other than alternative six. So that information will all be provided, and there is space in there to 
comment on it. That does rest with the secretary, but that's why we're here, so we can hear from folks as well 
on alternative six as well as one through five. 
 



Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:07:28] 
 
Speaker 7: I think one of the things that might be helpful for us [inaudible 00:07:36] here, it would be nice if you 
could have the map, even of the [inaudible 00:07:44] alternative six, put up to look at our [inaudible 00:07:50] 
even the points in one color tell us, these are the things that kind of [inaudible 00:08:00] under the alternatives 
[inaudible 00:08:00] potentially, so we can go to this as leverage [inaudible 00:08:03] I think that would help us 
[inaudible 00:08:08] and how this fight affects our areas, how can you [inaudible 00:08:10] those different color 
things that talk specifically about [inaudible 00:08:25] 
 
Dave: [inaudible 00:08:25] mentioned, we want to put back, there's a storyboard piece that you can go on and 
you can go right in and look and say, this is the area I'm most interested in [inaudible 00:08:32] favorite places 
in the world, and you can turn colors on and off and it'll show you exactly what [inaudible 00:08:32] 
 
Speaker 7: You know [inaudible 00:08:32] also is, yes, like a little map like this one that talks about the different 
impacts based on different [inaudible 00:08:32] to this [inaudible 00:08:32] four to five... yes, this one. By what 
mechanism did we decide there was still affect on fisheries in certain alternatives or things like that? What 
[inaudible 00:08:32] come up with that? 
 
Dave: So it's a qualitative assessment, [inaudible 00:08:32] the underlying piece here, and this is what is 
challenging for folks, yes, Cam tried to speak to the 2016 forest plan, it's still in place. If you're looking at the 
[inaudible 00:09:30] so what that would do is the forest plan, we have a nominal sale quantity of 46.1 million 
[inaudible 00:09:41] harvesting 
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less than that for the past ten years. Is that going to occur on a broader landscape? 
 
[inaudible 00:09:41] 5,000 more meters across the [inaudible 00:09:41] 
 
Dave: Right now, that would allow that harvest to occur in places that it currently is not allowed to harvest in. It 
doesn't change the amount of harvest, and it doesn't change all the standards and guidelines that are 
underneath that. So, like, the streams' fish, for instance. We've got things like [inaudible 00:09:41] timber 
format, required [inaudible 00:09:41] 
 
Dave: Our practices for ensuring adequate fish passage [inaudible 00:09:41] other things we can do. All those 
protections, I'd say, we have in place, are still in that forest plan. 
 
Speaker 7: But it looks to me, and correct me if I'm wrong, we had the studies done in [inaudible 00:10:49] and 
he identified that were really critical, for fish habitat. They seem to banish [inaudible 00:10:55] alternative six, 
am I wrong about that? Are those [inaudible 00:11:02] 
 
Speaker 1: Even though alternative six is a whole [inaudible 00:11:05] watershed protections that were 
identified for [inaudible 00:11:10] watersheds [inaudible 00:11:12] even with the [inaudible 00:11:19] 
 
Speaker 1: That's all we have at this time. 
 
Speaker 7: Okay. 
 
Dave: So let [inaudible 00:11:26] one of the other pieces. Again, what changes here, and that's why it's difficult 
and we spent a long time with this slide, is where those activities will take place on a landscape. Some folks are 
concerned, some [inaudible 00:11:42] more valuable than other [inaudible 00:11:46] species [inaudible 
00:11:47] timber, where would that happen. The amount [inaudible 00:11:52] standard [inaudible 00:11:53] 
protections [inaudible 00:11:55] 



 
Speaker 9: So looking at this slide right here, alternatives number three and six all say they have a minimal 
[inaudible 00:12:08] effect on bird species [inaudible 00:12:10] 
 
Dave: I looked at it generally and in the large area, and [inaudible 00:12:23] some of those areas that are open, 
so say for [inaudible 00:12:28] displacement depending on where that would occur. But generally across the 
landscape, at least as the visitor industry and tourism are concerned, they were relatively neutral to any 
[inaudible 00:12:46] adverse effect. It would be certainly very mobilized, so [inaudible 00:12:53] 
 
Speaker 8: Who does alternative six benefit? 
 
Dave: Who does alternative six benefit? I don't know if there's a benefit or an impact, but I will say where the 
state was coming from when they petitioned for the exemption, and we were under an exemption for I don't 
know how many years, up until... 2011, so for quite 
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a while we were under that, was there's a feeling, or maybe more that a perception that it wasn't all about 
timber either, that it would afford more opportunities, hydropower development. Different things. There are 
exemptions in the [inaudible 00:13:51] seen by a number of folks who have [inaudible 00:13:55] to do that, 
more expensive. There are other things. We heard from communities, broadband, folks were very interested in 
some of these rural communities in being able to go into roadless areas to provide that kind of infrastructure as 
well. 
 
Dave: The timber industry certainly looks at having more area to operate in, to look at more economical 
[inaudible 00:14:26] those are some of the interests that would benefit. Follow up? 
 
Speaker 8: Yeah, I was wondering how much does each mile of new road cost the taxpayer? 
 
Dave: How much does a mile of road... I'm going to turn that to [inaudible 00:14:41] it's not a cheap place to 
build roads, up here. 
 
Speaker 3: Oh, boy. Cost the taxpayer? That one's a little harder to get to. The way we operate now, in the old 
days we got a lot of... it was under litigation, there was a lot of negative press about pre-roading, and that was 
something we did under the long-term timber contracts. That's not the way we operate anymore. Road costs 
are incorporated into the timber contract, so the value of that timber contract is appraised based on cost of 
roads. 
 
Speaker 3: I don't remember exactly, but as Dave mentioned, it's not cheap. But again, that's part of what is in 
the timber contract. 
 
Dave: So the value of the timber and the person that buys the timber pays for the road, versus a subsidy for 
[inaudible 00:15:26] 
 
Speaker 10: I had a hand up. But she can go first. Sylvia. 
 
Dave: Go ahead, Sylvia. 
 
Sylvia: One of the questions [inaudible 00:15:42] about the roading in those areas, and currently there are a lot 
of roads in the roadless areas that are [inaudible 00:15:53] so that there [inaudible 00:15:56] on them. I'm going 
to assume, which I know makes an ass out of me, but I'm going to assume that a lot of that also has to do with 
the cost of maintenance on roads that were built previously. 
 



Sylvia: Does this allow for, is there any plan to open up some of those roads that already exist that are 
[inaudible 00:16:30]? My understanding was that they're [inaudible 00:16:33] also that they would only be used 
for timber harvest, and I think that the nature of some of these has changed a little bit, and there's always 
[inaudible 00:16:44] special about not having access to [inaudible 00:16:48] and how does any of this [inaudible 
00:16:50] 
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Dave: That's a good question, Sylvia. We do have areas where we have roads, old roads that are in [inaudible 
00:16:58] roadless areas, [inaudible 00:16:58] hard for me to understand, [inaudible 00:17:00] 
 
Dave: Every project that you would... so if you were going to go in and re-open a road that was put into storage 
for another use or something, it would also go through a project that... would go through project-level analysis 
that would be subject to [inaudible 00:17:18] and there would need to be a proposed [inaudible 00:17:18] hiking 
rail, or some other type of activity on there. [inaudible 00:17:18] have to be consistent with [inaudible 00:17:37] 
 
Dave: If the [inaudible 00:17:40] roadless opening that would be areas [inaudible 00:17:40] 
 
Sylvia: What's currently under the road [inaudible 00:17:52] those are out of- 
 
Dave: Currently, if they're in a designated roadless area, not only does it prohibit timber harvest and road 
construction [inaudible 00:18:03] 
 
PART 1 OF 3 ENDS [00:18:04] 
 
Speaker 11: Regardless of road construction. [inaudible 00:18:05] 
 
Speaker 14: Can I give an example, though? Nemo loop is in the roadless area and we reconstructed the wood 
waste there, so that's one on Wrangell Island. We have an open road through a roadless. What you don't have 
is timber harvest along that road, but we have free use cutting. 
 
Speaker 12: I might be almost hearing what I want to hear. 
 
Speaker 13: Oh, if I remember right, we have more over here. [inaudible 00:18:38] 
 
Meredith: Mine's not actually a question. It's in the form of additional information. My name is Meredith Trainer, 
and I'm with the Southeast Alaska conservation council: SEACC. Many of you will have heard of us before, and 
I just wanted to add some additional information to Dave's response on the question of who is this for? In the 
regional economy of Southeast Alaska logging, makes up less than 1% of either our jobs or earnings as a 
region, whereas tourism and fisheries make up well over 20%, as you know, while here in wrangle, given where 
your economy has gone in the last few decades. For the purposes of this change, you know the state of Alaska 
fought the roadless rule right from the beginning, and it's been a tug of war back and forth about whether it 
would continue to apply in Alaska. The state did not win when they challenged the roadless rule in court 
repeatedly, and so this is just a different effort. 
 
Meredith: It's like a backdoor because they couldn't win in court under law. But I think it's worth mentioning that 
the question of who is this for is a really good one. Arguably, this is more about political positions and ideas of 
who we are in the past than really about 
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where our economies are going now and in the future and where are the young people that are setting up their 
families and their lives in Southeast Alaska want our economies to go? I always joke that when you go to 
communities, there's a lot of people starting pretty incredible small businesses, including here in this room, but 
you don't hear a lot of young people say. I'm really dying to get into logging in to start a logging business. 
That's not a knock against logging. It's just about where the trajectory of our region has gone as we've grown. 
 
Meredith: The other part I wanted to just add information on that Dave spoke to is that there are exceptions 
allowed to the roadless rule under the existing national roadless rule. If I want to put in broadband, or if I want 
to put in a hydro facility, I'm able to apply for an exception. So this is really important. This is utility corridor, and 
actually 57 different projects have applied to the forest service for an exception over the course of the years 
since the roadless rule was first put forward in 2001, not a single one. And the first is the forest services own 
frequently asked questions on pulling from here, but not a single one has been denied. So never has someone 
said, Hey, I'd like to access this area for hydro. Or Hey, I'd like to access this area for my mining road. Hey, I'd 
like to access this area for broadband. 
 
Meredith: Never has a forest service. Said, sorry, bud, can't do it. This is a roadless area. The only thing that a 
roadless area designation actually stops right now in practice in what we've actually seen on the ground is the 
addition of new logging roads. And the last thing I just wanted to add to, and then I'll sit down again, is that 
Dave appropriately mentioned that there are areas that we consider roadless that have roads in them. That's 
true, that's not effective when the roadless rule was first put forward. There are also areas that are described 
as roadbed that never had those roads added and are actually roadless and so deserve to be protected for all 
the same reasons that we protect roadless areas now. Dave spoke to a lot of those concerns very accurately, 
and I just wanted to add that information. You know, as someone who's lived in here in Southeast and is 
looking at a lot of these landscapes pretty closely. Thanks. 
 
Speaker 11: You still have pending [inaudible 00:22:26] 
 
Meredith: Yeah, but we're winning so far. 
 
Meredith: Yeah. 
 
Meredith: As long as I can do my sustainably, I support [inaudible 00:04:49], but they shouldn't displace 
another Hubbard industry. I shouldn't be compromised. But that's these guys' job to tell them don't mess with 
the Fisher. I still support the district. 
 
Meredith: Yeah. I mean, I totally hear you, and I think one important part for the roadless rule is we currently 
have it, is that it's not everywhere in the Tongans. Right. You guys, your stat says it's 55% of the Tongans 
national forest. That's roadless. So you know the other 45% is all open to industrial logging. So it's not in any 
way saying it shouldn't happen everywhere. Is that the stat you used? 
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Speaker 11: 85% of the time? 
 
Meredith: Oh, sorry not, I wasn't looking at the filter on your stat. Yeah. Basically, there are a lot of areas that 
remain open for industrial logging, so it's not, they're not adding closures. What they're doing is removing 
protections. If the roadless rule is rolled back. 
 
Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:23:48] go back to that side. 



 
Speaker 15: Yeah. [inaudible 00:23:58] And you mentioned that [inaudible 00:24:04] In a long term [inaudible 
00:24:31] 
 
Speaker 11: That's a good question. So a lot of the proposed [inaudible 00:06:51] there's a decision to build a 
road [inaudible 00:25:25] for other uses as well as [inaudible 00:07:29] most of the roads [inaudible 00:07:37] 
subject, all of our sales staff that have a positive economic [inaudible 00:08:04]. 
 
Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:26:55] without making a huge commitment to another large scale [inaudible 
00:26:58] looking at [inaudible 00:27:11] and some of those dates are in areas that, and the costs are 
prohibited. We have to fly in everything versus constructing road water where we do renewable [inaudible 
00:27:34] not put a burden on the community for $250 million. [inaudible 00:27:44] investigation. Right. 
[inaudible 00:28:18] we may be able to get there to that project. Everything in the hydro world is pargetting and 
money, money, money and years ago .[inaudible 00:10:43] any product that really helped her eight years. And 
also, you know, although we did have approved all those projects that were proposed, including that we 
received, a lot of them don't ever make it to us. You know, the fact that some proletariat scares way faster. 
 
Speaker 12: Can I make a comment though about Steve's idea of roadless? I think you'd have to look at the 
underlying Lud, and I think what the force, the underlying Lud, so the roadless is really only for three Luds, 
timber development, scenic, a lot of like landscape. So as far as your hydro development, if you're in a remote, 
you know one of the Lud that doesn't allow that, and we had that down and catch a can, and they changed it 
with forest plan. But I think it's really, you can do away with roadless, but the forest plan Luds are still going to 
stop you and that's what you're talking about. Just putting it on roadless. I don't think that really is an issue. 
 
Speaker 11: Okay. I'm looking a little bit here. We got about 10 minutes or so for open questions, and then we'll 
be here for your one on one time. 
 
Speaker 12: Can I ask a really boring. I've actually looked at the EIS, and the first part of chapter two says 
we're, this project is going to amend or modify, modify our existing forest plan by changing the suitability. And 
it's like, okay, well, what does suitability mean? That's appendix a of the forest plan. Yeah, I guess. But why are 
we doing that is with this project, what are the implications of that? 
 
Speaker 11: So the areas of action can your product speak correct. And so what it did was, so we could go 
through the process of the roadless rule and rulemaking [inaudible 00:30:46] at 
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the end of the day it does take acres out of other than no action alternative out of roadless, but you still have to 
have volts. So this would do it. 
 
Speaker 11: Instead of going through a second process, we go through all this back out, another multiyear 
process, probably two-way process to change those laws from suitable or unsuitable. And so what this will do is 
combine those into this rulemaking process. Well, the secretary is going to actually, of course [inaudible 
00:13:32] 1930 16 part 19 provisions. 
 
Speaker 11: The force change. We believe in this. This falls in history because the acres that we have 
identified, 5,000 for alternative six are the 2016 suitable solely because of Rome. And because regulation and 
Trump's plan there, is still regulation now in the event, and there would be no reason to make those unsuitable 
cause there's no regulation behind that a suitable cause. Does that make sense? So let's do the line of 
reasoning. Those anchors right now are currently unsuitable to a client because we're also, this is overlay that 
if you take roadless of, what does this actually do. [inaudible 00:14:40]. 
 
Speaker 12: Why would you? What's the implication? Why would you do that? And so is that, is this document, 
if this EIS going to be what we pull up for forest plan amendment it to the EIS? 



 
Speaker 11: It's like any other; you have to adhere to it. 
 
Speaker 12: Yeah. I guess I don't see why we have it. I don't understand why you would do that. 
 
Speaker 11: Make the administrative change; we made this regulation, this board section that you did not make 
the corresponding notes. 
 
Speaker 12: Why don't you change it at the course plan amendment? 
 
Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:33:42] tell you process registration process [inaudible 00:33:43] we can come back 
to it. That's a good question. Yeah, because I said over here was kind of based on the plan, and so we're 
working now under the 2000 Walt wedding role. That's another rule. Just like we're making with the Romans, 
the role that they play some planning documents about a 20-year planning horizon. So we want to change the 
forest plan. That would for one more; it falls under that same process. So I average about five or six years. 
[inaudible 00:34:44] nurse service updated my planning rule, I went through a process just like the road cross 
the country before that. We've been operating under different planning rules for a lot of times as well. 2012, 
There's a rule in place right now for us to start revising under that, that earlier adopters that you guys had 
started a revised 2013 probably plans. We just got the vital objection, your honor. [inaudible 00:35:50] 
 
PART 2 OF 3 ENDS [00:36:04] 
 
Speaker 16: It seemed like ultimately they really favored one specific industry, and that tends to be the 
underlying goal. With this exemption, at least, as far as in terms of topic of 
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conversation and recent light bulb with all the [inaudible 00:36:17] industry. And I'm wondering why that specific 
industry is being prioritized over all the other opportunities that Alaska has somewhat to [inaudible 00:36:37]. 
 
Speaker 17: That's a good question. I think that all of the input that the secretary receives, and we decided to 
go out with that as a preference at this point in time and preferred all [inaudible 00:36:56]. I can't speak to how 
he made that decision exactly. [crosstalk 00:37:03]. 
 
Speaker 18: That's not allowed. 
 
Speaker 19: Everyone knows that. It's a bad decision. 
 
Speaker 22: [crosstalk 00:37:07]. Real quick here, in addition to [crosstalk 00:37:09]. 
 
Speaker 17: Yeah, it doesn't benefit [crosstalk 00:37:12]. But also, it's the finance industry [crosstalk 00:37:16]. 
 
Speaker 19: Probably. 
 
Speaker 17: [inaudible 00:37:33] In addition there's smoke. [inaudible 00:37:38]. You know, for community 
connections. [inaudible 00:37:47] It's also the infrastructure needed for hydropower. Once again, that 
eliminates those needs for [inaudible 00:37:54] that is not allowed in military service. And again these will 
[Inaudible 00:38:03], mineral activity that's not allowed [inaudible 00:38:07]. 
 
Speaker 16: [inaudible 00:38:15] I was wondering why [inaudible 00:38:18] focus on one specific industry 
[inaudible 00:38:20]. 
 



Speaker 23: It seems like recreation is developing infrastructure development with [inaudible 00:38:27] it seems 
like there's an underlying goal overt with this [inaudible 00:38:53], it's just interesting that that focus of the 
conversation is focused aroun [inaudible 00:38:59]. [crosstalk 00:39:00]. 
 
Speaker 17: You develop a slice, and I focused in on [inaudible 00:39:03] because I [inaudible 00:39:07]. 
 
Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:39:05] I want to make sure we get more questions. So let me... that's why we're here 
today, is to hear from you all, and your comments are right on point. And you're not the only one we've had 
here [inaudible 00:39:20], your neighbors, your elected representatives, everyone else [inaudible 00:39:27]. 
 
Speaker 17: Then after today we'll schedule a poll check and see where we are on time, and what [inaudible 
00:39:45]. 
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Speaker 21: Okay. I'm going to step back to the question [inaudible 00:39:49] back here, about the [inaudible 
00:39:52] ... In 2012, the regulations on how to regulate, how to develop our community, and two factions which 
[inaudible 00:40:07]. 
 
Speaker 20: The schematics are [inaudible 00:40:18] first slide. There are laws, there are [inaudible 00:40:18] 
and there are regulations and there are policies. So in 2012 we updated the planning rule, the rule tells us, 
directs us on how we move forward with planning. And so, the rule [inaudible 00:40:32] in 1982 planning mode 
they were all in [inaudible 00:40:33] surviving the reviews and rules, so [inaudible 00:40:39]. 
 
Speaker 21: So this [inaudible 00:40:33] in 2012. 
 
Speaker 20: Yes. 
 
Speaker 21: Planning, rules were the constants. In both [inaudible 00:40:33] 2016. 
 
Speaker 20: [crosstalk 00:40:51] And one of the things that's key to that and people bring up, we didn't talk 
about it tonight. We talked about the amount of harm this would have, [inaudible 00:41:04] that does include a 
number of transition strategy [inaudible 00:41:08]. 
 
Speaker 21: It's like [inaudible 00:41:24]. So, everybody's group is running tonight. Everybody's thinking about 
this and all the edges are arguing with me about timber. But how many timber sales did you guys put out 
recently? That is still [inaudible 00:05:45]? Or not [inaubile 00:41:48], or indicates that the economics of timber 
right now don't necessarily mean that if something is open it's going to be [inaudible 00:42:00]. 
 
Speaker 20: I followed the question the other night on how much [inaudible 00:42:06]. So the last 10 years 
we've harvested a 35 million year on average, I'm glad in recent years that's actually gone down, I think the last 
two years were [inaudible 00:42:11] this year we did have a reduction of [inaudible 00:42:22] of 25 million in 
sales. [inaudible 00:42:30]. 
 
Speaker 18: But North QU was listed and never bid on, and relisted, and then never bid on. So I mean, and 
that's one of the most recent sales that actually went up, right? In terms of getting posted. 
 
Speaker 21: No Wrangel Island. 
 
Speaker 18: And Wrangel, before that Wrangel Island. Yeah. 
 
Speaker 17: So there's lots of factors in all of your industries [inaudible 00:42:58] are a big deal right now. 
Young growth, most of this young growth market is an export market and so slap a 20% tarrif on [inaudible 



00:43:07] get lots of no bid sales near the end of the year in Washington, Oregon which is [inaudible 00:43:17] 
some of those other markets have been walking out [inaudible 00:43:17] 
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Speaker 20: Yeah that's a good question. 
 
Speaker 16: So a piece of the original part of 24,000 public comments in the [inaudible 00:43:27] wing of this. 
In those, the majority of those comments favor [inaudible 00:43:49] not verbatim. 
 
Speaker 22: Yeah, we actually don't tally it [inaudible 00:44:01]. 
 
Speaker 16: They were in favor of no action, yet this proposed alternative is [inaudible 00:44:14]. 
 
Speaker 22: Yeah, it's not about [inaudible 00:43:59] process- 
 
Speaker 16: I understand that, but why do we have public comments if the public comment is not really listened 
to? 
 
Speaker 22: We listen to the merits [inaudible 00:44:38], out of 144,000 comments, actually we only had 1,000 
[inaudible 00:08:52]. So only all 144,000 were formally [inaudible 00:45:01], the website, click a button, and this 
letter comes [inaudible 00:09:06]. 
 
Speaker 18: But not verbatim. You counted them differently this time than you normally do. The forest service 
used to... You could have like two sentences that said an overall direction. And then if you sat down and wrote 
like 10 sentences afterwards, that used to count as a letter. This time they changed it. And not these gentlemen 
in the room, I want to be clear, I'm not looking at these guys and being like you, [inaudible 00:45:28], you 
 
changed it. [inaudubiel 00:09:29], I don't think changed it. 
 
Speaker 18: But maybe you did, but you know what happened is they changed the way they counted letters so 
that what was someone actually taking the time to write what they wanted and to write what they felt didn't get 
counted because there was one sentence at the top of the letter. Instead they counted it as a single petition 
even though they got tens of thousands of them. And I think that's important to acknowledge as we think about 
how to make this process better going forward and whether people are being heard because 90% saying they 
want no action is pretty substantial. No matter how you do the math, right? 
 
Speaker 20: Did you say the majority of rules are non local? 
 
Speaker 17: So, we can't really tell because most people [crosstalk 00:46:12] don't put their address or they 
[inaudible 00:10:24]. What's that? 
 
Speaker 20: I thought you said you had a lot more [inaudible 00:46:25]. 
 
Speaker 17: There were a lot but you know, we find more of the majority [inaudible 00:46:34]. That's like 90% 
of them sort of have [inaudible 00:46:40]. 
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Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:46:45]. I think we're going to probably to have to transition in getting ready for 
[crosstalk 00:46:49]. 
 
Speaker 17: There are some people that are uncomfortable with passing the [inaudible 00:46:52]. 
 
Speaker 22: Well, there [inaudible 00:47:00] no suggestion that there are restrictions on [inaudible 00:47:05], 
that would involve low-risk [inaudible 00:47:10]. Because there are statutable regulations that are in effect, that 
are providing the [inaudible 00:47:17]. Like, reasonable access to [inaudible 00:47:08] business. It's [inaudible 
00:47:08] theirs, mostly we've [00:47:08] this process, and 2005 [inaudible 00:47:08] had [inaudible 00:47:35]. 
The bottom line is all this [inaudible 00:47:38], the candidate from the back [inaudible 00:47:49]. 
 
Speaker 17: I appreciate the comment. There is a perceived... that it costs more money, just putting the 
[inaudible 00:47:59] over us [inaudible 00:48:08]. 
 
Speaker 22: [inaudible 00:48:38] would be cheaper to have built [inaudible 00:48:17], asserted that [inaudible 
00:48:23]... years for that. Localists were existing at the end of 2001, so [inaudible 00:48:34]. I mean, they 
didn't propose the roads. Why didn't the [inaudible 00:48:39] tell me, I was on the IFP. So, the best level of all 
things, oh and you don't know [inaudible 00:48:47]. [crosstalk 00:48:58]. 
 
Speaker 17: Well, let's go one more, and then we'll go into [inaudible 00:49:01]. 
 
Speaker 16: Okay, but I don't know who [inaudible00:49:04]. So each of these maps talks about the acres 
that's being removed at [inaudible 00:13:09]. However, some of those underlying planned, pre-existing plan 
underlying [inaudible 00:49:18] is what is so to tell what actually can happen in there. Is there a map that will 
show, even though that's being removed from the road less, you still can't harvest there, so or you can do this. I 
mean, is there a map that clarifies that? [inaudible 00:49:39]. Okay. 
 
Speaker 17: You may look at me. We don't have a printed copy. It's harder to [crosstalk 00:49:44], to be able to 
scale, but if you use the story map, you can [inaudible 00:49:49] at where you're looking. 
 
Speaker 16: Okay. 
 
Speaker 17: That's the size [inaudible 00:49:49]. 
 
Speaker 23: So, do you still have phase one and phase two? We used to have things under one of our forest 
plans, you had to log so much to get into phase two plans. And so did we get rid of phase one and phase two 
with the last board plan? 
 
Speaker 22: There still in, yeah, they still apply. 
 
Speaker 23: They still are. So is that in the underlying maps? 
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Speaker 22: They're in the underlying forest plan. 
 
Speaker 23: Oh but, would Carol see these are phase two lands? 
 
Speaker 22: I think you'd have to go to [inaudible 00:50:24] now. 
 
Speaker 23: [inaudible 00:50:26], what does that mean? [crosstalk 00:50:30]. 



 
Speaker 17: So yeah. We'll set up [inaudible 00:50:39] [crosstalk 00:50:37]. 
 
Speaker 20: Folks, why don't we just break from here, folks. One on one we'll have time to say [inaudible 
00:14:43], we can do that, [inaudible 00:50:44] the set up, over [inaudible 00:00:50:47]. Is there anyone that 
wants to testify at the assignment? You can get that [inaudible 00:50:51] on the... actually, just a show of hands 
on how many people want to provide fiscal testimony? 
 
Speaker 20: [crosstalk 00:51:03]. And we can't start that until seven, we have a big [crosstalk 00:51:08]. 
 
PART 3 OF 3 ENDS [00:51:42] 
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Speaker 1: So we don't actually go through and sort out whether the 144,000 comments are from a specific 
geographic area, we just comments into the process. So I don't know that I actually have a number that we 
could articulate. 
 
Christine: I don't think we have a specific number but I would say that probably the majority of them were from 
within the state of Alaska. 
 
Speaker 3: Okay. And for those of us who live there or work there are our concerns getting considered 
seriously? Because you know there's been a lot of these meetings [inaudible 00:00:32] and things like that over 
and over for many years and it's really tiresome. And meanwhile there's a lot of families leaving southeast, 
some of the schools are probably going to have to close. There aren't many jobs. I mean, you can't even live 
there anymore really with the available jobs. I guess I'm trying to understand [inaudible 00:01:00] system and 
maybe stop so that we don't have to keep coming to these meetings. Because I mean this has kind of been 
overturned already a couple times, I mentioned 2003, and it's really hard. And so that's why I'm asking that 
question. Are we going to be, those of us who actually live there, work there, have property there, are we going 
to be taken seriously? 
 
Christine: Yes. I think this is the most important time for you to make your voices heard, those of you who are 
going to be most impacted by this. The secretary has been very clear with us about wanting to know what folks 
think in terms of the alternatives that we've put out and whether or not it addresses the needs and concerns of 
the people here in Alaska. IN the beginning when he received the petition from the governor he was very clear 
about wanting a long term solution to settle this issue once and for all. And so I think now is really the time for 
folks to make their voices heard during this coming period. 
 
Speaker 3: Thank you.Christine: It's very important.Speaker 3: Thank you.Speaker 1: Thank you for your 
question. Yes sir?Roadless Rule meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov20... (Completed 11/23/19) Transcript by 
Rev.com Page 1 of 24 
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Speaker 4: First off, Just want to thank the three of you for coming in here and listening to our comments. And, 
Christine, thank you for coming all the way to DC. We do appreciate that you guys pay attention to our 
responses. I'm from Juneau, spent most of my life there. Was just living there in the summer doing commercial 
fishing, and then [inaudible 00:02:24] so the idea of putting the economy at risk is very personal to me. Looking 
over at table 211, the expansion of that spreadsheet you were showing earlier, and everything that list minimal 
beneficial effect and one moderate beneficial effect, minimal, minimal, [inaudible 00:02:45] really don't look like 
it will go up that much even with [inaudible 00:02:50]. So why are we doing this? Why is it even being proposed 
other than a petition from the state of Alaska? I mean as professionals, would you guys have advised the 
secretary to make changes to the roadless rule if it weren't for the petition from the state of Alaska? 
 
Christine: The petition from Alaska was the triggering event for us to take a look at this and we were directed to 
do that by the secretary. So, when Al got, we did not have a plan to specifically look at the roadless rule as it 
relates to Alaska. 
 
Christine: A couple of things I wanted to make about the point you made about, why are we showing minimum 
effects. One thing about the roadless rule is that, to understand is that it's programmatic in nature. It doesn't 
authorize any on the ground activities. All proposed projects and activities that are proposed at a later date will 
have to go through subsequent [inaudible 00:03:50] and be consistent with the forest plan that's in place which 
offers significant level of protections to a lot of the landscape that is also under roadless. Not all of it but a 
portion of it. And so without knowing, we can't speculate about, no matter what alternative is chosen we can't 
speculate into the future and say "well I know there's going to be a recreation project over here or a timber 
harvest over here or some other type of recreate trails project over here" to be able to, we can't analyze the 
impacts like we do on a site specific project that we know what's being proposed on the ground. SO at this 
programmatic level there aren't, the roadless rule itself is not going to cause significant changes, it's what 
activities that are proposed subsequent to that that you will see the specific changes from those specific 
projects that are implemented on the ground. 
 
Speaker 1: If I can add a little bit more to it? So the current 2016 [inaudible 00:04:45] enforcement on the 
Tongass sets the timber harvest at 46 million annually. So that's the average if you look at it across a 10 year 
period of time. That number doesn't change. 
 
Christine: Can you speak up?Speaker 1: Excuse me.Christine: Can you speak up a little?Roadless Rule 
meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov20... (Completed 11/23/19) Transcript by Rev.com Page 2 of 24 
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Speaker 1: Yes. I thought I was speaking too loud. I was apologizing. The amended 2016 forest plan still is in 
place. And so if actions were to occur under that plan all the standards and guides in the plan objective 
components still exist. So if you took another project that later on occurred that's when the analysis would 
occur relative to that. So the plan itself is just a land allocation type project. 46 million more feet on average per 
year on the Tongass, that number stays the same. This just is a flexibility on where [inaudible 00:05:32]. Is that 
helpful? 
 
Speaker 4: Yeah. It's just that, again, there are other barriers to any sort of development. It's removing one of 
the barriers. 
 
Speaker 1: Still subsequent environmental [inaudible 00:05:45]. Sir? 
 
Speaker 5: Yeah. My name is [inaudible 00:05:51]. Why don't you have enough faith in your proposal to the 
Alaska public at this meeting to come and not just [inaudible 00:06:00] to allow a public meeting where the 
advertising [inaudible 00:06:06] and allow for a reasonable opportunity to occur, and that by the way is state 
law, a reasonable opportunity [inaudible 00:06:16] you have basically stated that they can only comment, no 
they could only question and not comment. And I'd like to remind you why is there not a transcriber for this 
meeting? The record of this meeting? A clear record. Let these people know, why is that you have a 
presentation that a two hour period you've devoted 48 minutes to a presentation. A presentation where a copy 
of is not legible on many pages. Good luck to the public. And this notice, as was told to me, was advertised on 



[inaudible 00:06:57], the register. Why are you fast tracking this scenario until the public can digest the 
information, know what it's all about, and attend these meetings that you're going at, and why are you doing a 
sell job? This is a place the public to be heard. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 5: Oh, one last point. It took me several hours to figure out where this was. And why do you have it at 
a location where it's not accessible for both Valley and Anchorage? This is in a small room, yes, you have 
enough seating. But you made it so that there's no seating, but if it was in a more appropriate location where 
most meetings in the feds do is in downtown Anchorage in a larger room so they can be heard. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: Thank you, sir. And we would continue to welcome people's comments. If you have something you 
want to comment on, feel free to write them down. We have paper in the back and everything and you can 
certainly do that if you like. Yes ma'am? 
 
Speaker 6: Yeah. I'd like to answer his questions. 
 
Speaker 1: Which? 
 
Speaker 6: The gentleman just asked some questions about why the meeting wasn't being recorded. Why 
people can't give testimony, and you said "thank you". 
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Speaker 1: So different components- 
 
Speaker 6: Can you respond to his questions please? Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: So there are section 810 of [inaudible 00:08:14] subsistence hearings in most of the locations. They 
aren't being held in Juneau, or Anchorage, or Washington DC. In Juneau and Anchorage because they're not 
designated as rural communities, so that's the reason there. But any of the other communities in southeast are 
having formal testimony from [inaudible 00:08:32] subsistence hearing. At this one it's not because it's not 
designated as a rural community. I'm going to come up here now to you sir. Yes sir? 
 
John Shane: My name is John Shane. I'm a wildlife scientist. I lived in Juneau from in the mid seventies 
through the eighties. I conducted research on the Tongass when I worked for the Alaska department of fish and 
game. I've been involved in Tongass research and wildlife science for the last 40 years. I have a couple of 
comments and I want to provide a comment because I think it's really important, about habitat and biodiversity. 
That's one of those important needs. 
 
John Shane: And I read the entire DEIS. I was astounded that the preferred alternative was total exemption. 
And I looked at the impacts and they're all relatively minor and they don't vary between alternative. And I think 
the insight that I have having flown hundreds of hours radio tracking deer and bear and mountain goats in 
southeast and tromped over much of that area, the Tongass forest has only about 50% of the area's forest 
land. And only about a third of it is what's potentially commercial quality forest land. But in reality only about 5% 
is of enough commercial value that the industry wants to cut it. AN di think one of the unappreciated, unknown 
factors is that for 70 years the timber industry has high graded they've selected the very oldest, biggest trees. 
We all know that, that DEIS recognizes that. But what I see happening with the elimination of the roadless rule 
is it will give the industry another opportunity to go back and high grade, take the best. 
 
John Shane: The analogy would be for commercial fishing to take, to allow a small harvest of the total salmon 
population but left that harvest go almost entirely to King Salmon, they're rare and they're very valuable. The 
big trees have always been rare on the Tongass, they're very valuable not only for timber but for wildlife and 
fisheries. And I see the roadless rule exemption giving the industry, and this is alluded to in the DEIS, the 
opportunity. It's not how many acres, it's what kind of acres that are logged, that are cleared out. And taking 
those very rare, very high value forest sites will have a significant impact on fish and wildlife and the people that 



use and value the forest. So that's an issue that was no adequately addressed in the DEIS and it's a very 
serious issue. 
 
Speaker 1: Probably should acknowledge your extensive service to the bio populations of Alaska, very 
extensive sir. Yes ma'am. 
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Speaker 8: Excuse me. 
 
Speaker 1: The gentleman behind you way. Can we go and then we'll come back up to you if that's okay. 
 
Speaker 8: [crosstalk 00:12:01] So we spent time together as the gentlemen from Juneau comments, biologist 
comments, your comments about the programmatic nature of this. I guess I'm also surprised that it went 
straight to full exemption. Because if the goal is economic development, at least for local communities and 
partially for your comments too, how come it didn't land on alternative three, which would be more limited 
scope type development and would probably benefit local contractors and whatnot more than this full 
exemption which to me, the objects of it are that it reeks of being industry coming in and taking advantage of 
this. Admittedly, this action is not a proposed project but it's opening the way for a proposed project. 
 
Christine: So I would just ... So this is the secretary's decision. It's his discretion to choose both at this point that 
what the proposed alternative he chose, this is preferred, as well as the final decision. And he tasked us to 
make sure that we got as much input and created the types of alternatives that'd be responsive to all of the 
input that we got, which is what we tried to do our best job here. He has asked us to come back again after this 
comment period and clearly lay out to him what we have heard from the public so that he can decide which will 
be the final rule. So, I mean, that's what I can tell you right now. It wasn't my choice, or Earl's or the chief's 
choice. It's the secretary's discretion and we are trying to provide him with as much information as possible so 
that he can make an informed decision. So that's why I said it's so important right now for folks to comment 
during this comment period to make sure that we can clearly articulate to the secretary what the concerns are 
of the folks in Alaska who are going to be the most impacted by this. 
 
Speaker 1: I'm coming up to her and then I'll come to you and then I'll come across. 
 
Speaker 9: So I know in previous years, this is a question about the forest services policy. I know the forest 
service's policy was moving away from old growth logging, along with the rest of the country, for lots of reasons 
including climate change and its wilderness value. And then so also because in the southeast as of a few years 
ago logging was only 1% of the economic value. Most of their economy comes from government, tourism, and 
fishing which are benefited by having old growth forest. So I was wondering, what is the forest service's policy 
now on old growth logging? 
 
Speaker 1: I can offer from the August 2016 amended forest plan following the Tongass advisory committee 
recommendations and following the public process that it went through, it had a transition from old growth to 
young growth. Slowed down about 16 years is roughly the easiest way to articulate it. Where it had 
predominately old growth initially and then that minimum came down and then 
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young growth took over. Trying to represent that, it's a little bit of a question on how well it matches up to the 
age and condition of the young growth at this point in time if roughly that period of time recognizing that it would 
continue about 5 million more feet of the 46 million I mentioned earlier as old growth, that would go into a 
longer term future and that's really trying to respond to some of the music wood and some of the special wood 
interests. So it does transition over time for old growth, young growth. But the period of time is a little bit 
tenuous right now. There's continuing to try to assess what that timeline [crosstalk 00:15:41]- 
 
Christine: And that transition will be in place no matter which alternative the secretary selects. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah, that forest plan stays in place. There's one back here. 
 
Nikki: Yeah, Nikki. Are there any public meetings planned in communities of [inaudible 00:15:57] or any other 
communities that may be effected on the [inaudible 00:16:07]? 
 
Speaker 1: In south central this is the only- 
 
Christine: Yeah, this is the only one. 
 
Speaker 1: The closest one would have been Yakutat. 
 
Christine: Right. Which we did yesterday. 
 
Nikki: Okay. And can you explain the DEIS, the language is administrative corrections for the Chugach National 
Forest, what that means? 
 
Christine: Yes. There are two minor provisions in the proposed rule that relate to the Chugach. One is for minor 
modifications, administrative corrections like mapping errors and things like that for boundaries. Whatever the 
[inaudible 00:16:41] maps that the IRAs, well the technology is much better now than it was when we did the 
[inaudible 00:16:45] mapping. So there are some lines on the map that probably don't make sense from an 
actual on ground administration standpoint. So there's a provision to allow the regional forestry to make minor 
administrative mapping corrections, errors, things like that. 
 
Christine: The other provision, which we admittedly, after having [inaudible 00:17:02] comments from folks see 
that people are interpreting it different than we had intended, allows for the regional forester to make minor 
modifications of roadless areas. After having about close to 20 years experience with the 2001 rule across the 
country we recognized that it was an issue not to have that provision. We go have that very similar provision in 
the Idaho roadless rule and the Colorado roadless rule. 
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Christine: And I'll give you an example of what the intent is behind that. So for instance, we had an issue in 
Idaho where we had a reservoir that needed to have some maintenance and repairs done on it in order to 
maintain it. The road, they hadn't done anything in a long time, the road that accessed the reservoir to do that 
went through an [inaudible 00:17:51] roadless area, the old road did. And so they didn't have access to go do 
the repairs. So there was a minor modification to the boundary made to cherry stem that road out so that they 
could use that road to access the reservoir to do the maintenance and repairs. So that was the intent behind 
that minor modification provision. It is not, it was never intended to allow the regional forester to just wholesale 
say, oh that area's not going to be roadless anymore. We need to clear up the language on that because it's 
ultimately not clear that that was our intention. 
 
Nikki: Who would oversee these minor changes, or is there any guideline for acreage or areas effected that it 
would not need to go through another process? 
 



Christine: It will all be subject to public comment. So it's not just going to happen without folks knowing. There 
will be a public comment period associated with those proposed modifications. 
 
Speaker 1: Next was over here and then I'll go to this side. 
 
Beth Rosenberg: Hi, my name's Beth Rosenberg. We've actually met. I work for the Alaska department of fish 
and game. And I worked for six years on the Tongass. I lived in Wrangell and worked at Anan Creek, which is a 
[inaudible 00:19:00] with this DEIS and this early [inaudible 00:19:05]. I did have two specific questions. And 
we've had to deal as [inaudible 00:19:11] and scientists, like John Shane was saying, a series of drafted 
environmental impact statements recently and so some of us are familiar with this language, perhaps all too 
familiar with this language. And I was wondering if you could explicitly speak to this idea of my understanding is 
there is direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that need to be explicitly addressed. And when we talk about 
minimal, these minimal designations, and that as you pointed out everything else resource extraction, 
especially in the non forested areas, those would be subject to separate draft environmental impact statements 
and various things, would it be disingenuous to say that that is not an expected outcome of alternative six? 
Alternative six equals many other projects, almost guaranteed, in the Tongass. And I think we need to explicitly 
hear what your thoughts are about that. That could lead more to impacts of other things, not just kicking it off to 
there'll be other meetings like this, right? 
 
Beth Rosenberg: My second explicit question would be, in 2010 there was a major push by the forest service at 
the federal level to infuse money into recreation which is how actually you and I ended up interacting with each 
other. And there was a lot of enthusiasm for the economic driver after the closing of many mills, especially in 
and around Wrangell where many of my friends worked, in to recreation [inaudible 00:20:41] a huge economic 
driver in the Tongass and in southeast 
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Alaska for the reasons that were mentioned. Why are we looking at a summer 2020 push for an alternative six 
for when that push for recreation funding disappeared without discussion? 
 
Beth Rosenberg: So those are my two explicit questions. Thanks. 
 
Speaker 1: You want to try? 
 
Christine: Yeah. So I'll take the first one. [inaudible 00:21:10] And so, there's a couple things. One, the narrow 
focus is on the roadless rule and what it does. And the roadless rule does basically three primary things. It 
prohibits timber harvest and it prohibits road construction and reconstruction with some limited exceptions. So 
that's the focus of the scope of work that we're undertaking, not future non forested, none of those projects or 
those kind of things. They don't fall within the purview of the roadless rule. And we have certain responsibilities 
under the 1872 mine law that we have to provide access for valid plans regardless of the land designation. 
 
Christine: Related to the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects, so a couple things. We tiered our analysis to 
the analysis that was done for the 2016 forest plan because the 2016 forest plan analyzed an alternative that 
imagined, it was an alternative where basically the Tongass was exempt from the roadless rule. So we tiered 
this analysis to that. So you won't see the level of detail in this DEIS because it was tiered to a previous 
analysis that analyzed a full exemption alternative. And then the other thing related to that is about this whole 
idea of a reasonably foreseeable effects. [crosstalk 00:22:39] Right. Right. And so at this point without having 
an actual proposed project or a site or knowing where something's going to be, we can't analyze something 
that's not reasonable ... I guess we know in general activities are going to be proposed but we don't know 
where or to what extent and what types. 
 
Beth Rosenberg: But they're littered in your presentation, resource extraction, I mean you give four separate 
examples of things the roads would be used for. 



 
Christine: Right. Right. 
 
Beth Rosenberg: And [crosstalk 00:23:03] ease of access in the future. 
 
Christine: But we don't know where, when, how, to what scale, any of those things are going to be. So they're 
not reasonably foreseeable that we're able to analyze the specific effects of those things because we don't 
know what they are or when they're going to happen. 
 
Speaker 1: And then I'm going to try to cover the second question. Recreation, tourism, fishing, commercial 
fishing are by far the larger drivers in southeast, significant. As to the 1% that I think was articulated for the 
timber industry, I think that's the same numbers that I've seen from southeast conference and some of the 
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other components. It's typically fairly localized in that 1% being the much broader context to the value and the 
contribution that recreation, tourism, fishing provides. I didn't know where they could go from there so I certainly 
yield if there's a follow up. 
 
Beth Rosenberg: Well, we can talk further, but I think it's safe to say that the drive towards, push towards 
encouraging recreational opportunities and all of the ecotourism and all of the things that would be the flip side 
of what this driver is pushing for, I think it's fair to say that those things were shelved, the funding was cut, and 
they disappeared whereas this is being pushed through this summer. 
 
Speaker 1: Timing. 
 
Christine: I did want to address the timing and also the recreation fund, the pushed recreation funding. So that 
is something that is the responsibility of congress. We and many of our partners have gone to congress and 
pushed hard on our behalf to increase the recreation funding for the agency so that we can meet the demands 
of the public and maintain the recreation facilities and infrastructure that we have. Our recreation budget has 
continues to decline over the years and so congress has not responded. So that's not the agency's choice to, 
congress is the one who says here's how much money you have for recreation. So I just wanted to address 
that upfront. And then the timeline. It's a typical timeline for rule making is 18 months to two years and that's 
kind of the window that we're falling in. And we're following the timeline that we've been given by the secretary. 
I would encourage you if you have concerns or comments or concerns about that that I would include those in 
your comments. 
 
Speaker 1: Just for organization I'm going to come up here, come back to you at the end end, over to you, you. 
Try to keep in over here. 
 
Austin Williams: I'm Austin Williams with Trout Unlimited and it's good that I probably followed that last question 
because I'll tier off of it a bit. One of the points, Robin, that you raised in your presentation were the key issues 
that were identified in the scoping comments. And I guess I want to take issue a little bit with how some of that 
was characterized and urge the forest service maybe to, if necessary, go back and take a look at some of those 
scoping comments again. The three key issues were to conserve roadless area characteristics, to support 
community socioeconomic wellbeing, and then conserve terrestrial habitat, black habitat and biological 
diversity. I know our comments focused on each of those three points, in particular the socioeconomic benefits 
of the forest. We have 26% of the employment using southeast conference's numbers. Coming from tourism 
and fishing it's less, it's .7% of the region's economy or jobs are based in the timber, logging, milling. Those are 
very localized jobs but when you look at the socioeconomic benefits from the Tongass to the community, to 
people, to the region as a whole, you're largely looking at fishing jobs, you're looking at tourism jobs, you're 
looking at outfitter and guides, you're looking at those 
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types of activities that largely rely on a healthy forest, beautiful scenery, abundant fish and wildlife. 
 
Austin Williams: So as the forest service is considering the alternatives, when I look at alternative six and a full 
exemption I don't see it satisfying any of the three key issues that were identified in the scoping comments. And 
I really urge, I have been to many of these meetings as you all know, I read an embarrassing number of the 
scoping comments that were submitted to the forest service. The scoping comments, there were certainly some 
looking at the traditional western extraction values but there were a hell of a lot in there looking at salmon, 
tourism, recreation, scenery, subsistence, cultural values, recreation, those types of activities that really appear 
to have taken a back seat unfortunately. 
 
Austin Williams: The one other ... I promise I will ask a question. Going back to the Chugach issue a little bit. I 
guess I read the language for the Chugach Forest, I understand the desire for administrative corrections 
although I will point out the 2001 roadless rule allows for updates to the inventories. And so the forest service 
has the ability to make, in my as an attorney, my conclusion would be that the forest service under the 2001 
rule can make administrative changes to allow for clerical errors and out corrections, or updates to the 
inventory, whatever the forest service decides that may be. The second subpart is extremely alarming and of 
the proposed rule it simply allows the regional forester to modify the classifications and boundaries of inventory 
roadless areas and there's no limitation there. It doesn't say minor changes. We will submit written comments 
but when you look at it, just the plain language of the proposed rule, it does not comport with what the forest 
service says its intent is here. 
 
Christine: I totally own that, Austin. We missed the mark on that language completely. And so that is something 
that we have every intent of clarifying between the draft and the final. Totally agree with you. We missed it on 
that one, I'll own it. 
 
Austin Williams: Well my question is, will you go look at that? 
 
Christine: Yes I will. I will look at that. 
 
Speaker 1: I was going to acknowledge how many [inaudible 00:29:49]. 
 
Christine: And if you think we missed the mark on other analysis that supports or doesn't any of the 
alternatives, please also include that. 
 
Christine Fly: Yeah. I'm Christine Fly. If I understand correctly, and correct me if I'm wrong, the cap for example 
being able to harvest timber is still under, even alternative five and six, is 46 million forest feet. And I think the 
industry has said it needs 75 million forest feet to even survive. So there's a shortage right there it sounds like. 
The way I understand this is it will still put the remaining timber industry that's now down to less than 1% out of 
business potentially. Is that correct? 
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Speaker 1: So I can't speak to the long term implications to the industry but I would say that 46 million is the 
annualized expectation of timber from the Tongass National Forest. That does not recognize our colleagues in 
the other land management agencies and the contribution that they provide which adds to- 
 



Christine Fly: But we're less than 5% of the land ownership in southeast Alaska and it's [inaudible 00:31:24]. 
Okay. Is the Tongass still for multiple uses? 
 
Speaker 1: Yes. 
 
Christine Fly: All users, all socioeconomic classes of people still will have access to the Tongass, right? 
 
Speaker 1: Yes. 
 
Christine Fly: Under all of these alternatives, under any one of them will that still be the case? 
 
Christine: Yes. 
 
Christine Fly: Okay, thank you. Awesome. Thanks. 
 
Speaker 1: Hold on just one second. I think it was you, then I think it was you, and then I've got to go up front 
and I'll come back to you. 
 
Speaker 14: I'm going to express a little bit of confusion. I'm [inaudible 00:32:03] from southeast Alaska and my 
understanding of the previous scoping period is a lot of southeast Alaskans have come out in support of 
keeping the roadless rule on the Tongass. We use it a lot for cultural purposes, we use it a lot for recreational 
purposes, we value old growth or our tourism and visitor industries and also our fishing industry because of the 
effects old growth have on salmon habitat. There's also a lot of development already on the Tongass and 
allowed on the Tongass. I'm from Sitka, we have a salmon friendly, hydroelectric dam already there that's 
powering the whole city. So I guess what my question is, or my confusion is, how is this proposed alternative 
six listening to the southeast Alaskans who have come to the previous meetings already and expressed 
support of keeping the roadless rule on Tongass? 
 
Christine: What I would tell you is, I think I'll just repeat what I said before, this is the secretary's discretion and 
it is incredibly important right now for you to make your voices heard. This is the opportunity during the public 
comment period for the secretary to hear from folks before he makes a final decision. And if you have concerns 
about whether alternative six is responsive to the concerns that you have as a southeast Alaskan then that's 
what we want to see in your comments. 
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Speaker 1: Okay. Gentleman in the back and then I'll come up front and to you, then to you, then to you, then 
to you. 
 
Speaker 15: Yeah, thanks so much for being here. I'm Andy [inaudible 00:34:01] of the Alaska Wilderness 
League. I appreciate the time tonight. We have deep concerns about what's going on in the Tongass but I'll 
leave that to a comment letter. This is the [inaudible 00:34:08] to you guys so I want to dig into that one a little 
more. Appreciate the clarity and intentions and I don't have to tell anyone in this room that intentions are not 
regulations. Regulations are regulations. So I'm looking forward to seeing how that changes that. I will say even 
the minor explanation for what's trying to be attempted in the Chugach brings deep concern to me as a user of 
the Chugach and from a conservation perspective, especially when I look at this chart and I see minimal effects 
and no effect and everything else. This idea of minimal or minor changes to this administration it appears the 
whole [inaudible 00:34:38] out in Alaska might be minor. So I would really urge the agency to not leave 
ambiguity in what [inaudible 00:34:46]. I say this having been involved with the Chugach planning process as 
well where there are some interests that wanted into the Chugach and log and they expressed that during that 
process. So I think it's very critical that this is very clear, what's going on. 
 
Speaker 15: I want to ask, will the agency just consider leaving the Chugach out of this plan? In the analysis, 
the slideshow [inaudible 00:35:08] was about the Tongass. At the scoping meeting that was generally the way it 



was going at scoping, we were all in the room, we were actually across the hall there at scoping but I think that 
would be the most appropriate course of action instead of muddying the waters and putting 5.4 million acres 
potentially at the whim of what someone may or may not decide is minor in the future. Would that be a thing we 
can comment on? 
 
Christine: Absolutely you should. Yes. 
 
Speaker 15: Awesome. 
 
Speaker 1: I'm going to come up front, and then it goes to you. You all are going to have to help me. I've lost 
track. 
 
Speaker 16: I've got a question about public comments. It seems like it's outlined that this is the only period for 
public comments until December 17 but don't we also have an opportunity for public comments after the final 
DEIS is written before the record of decision is signed? 
 
Christine: There is a 30 day stay, once the final environmental impact statement comes out there is a 30 day 
period before we can actually promulgate the proposed rule in the records. So the proposed rule will be, the 
record of decision will be [inaudible 00:36:16]. 
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Speaker 16: After the 30 days? 
 
Christine: Right. There's not another public comment period. That's not public comment period though, it's just 
a 30 day where the agency, the department has to wait. It's like a waiting period before you can actually 
promulgate the final rule. 
 
Speaker 16: Okay. But aren't there different public comments for a NIPA process on the EIS and a regulatory 
process for a new regulation? And so we could comment differently on those two- 
 
Christine: So we did the scoping comment period last year and this is the comment period on the draft DEIS. 
This is the final public comment period for the ruling. 
 
Speaker 16: For the EIS or the ruling? 
 
Christine: They're connected. 
 
Speaker 17: Correct comment periods. I think what he's asking is- 
 
Christine: Am I missing something? 
 
Speaker 17: There is a comment period on a proposed rule though the APA requires a public comment period. 
 
Christine: They're overlapping. 
 
Speaker 17: They're overlapping and comments submitted on the proposed rule will be accepted at the same 
time comments on the DEIS. There are technically two different comment periods going on at the same time, 
they're both 60 day comment periods that overlap each other. 
 
Speaker 16: And don't they have different standards for what's considered substantive comments? For the 
NIPA you're really asking, what's flawed in the EIS that needs correcting? And in the regulatory it's more, what 
do you think about the regulation? 
 



Christine: Yes. Technically there are, yes. And we'll consider those separately even though they're all coming 
into the same system. It's a little confusing the way it works but, yes. If there are comments on the proposed 
rule and there's comments on the DEIS we expect to get fully to get lots of both to inform the changes we need 
to make to the final environmental impact statement as well as, and that's going to help the secretary to 
determine what he's going to select as the final rule, as well as the comments on the proposed rule. 
 
Speaker 17: Thanks. Back to you now. 
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Natalie Dossan: Thanks for your endurance on public hearing. My name's Natalie Dossan and I've spent 17 
years as a wildlife researcher on the Tongass National Forest, a resident of southeast in the past, I live here in 
Anchorage now and I'm executive director for Autobahn Alaska. I've been deeply involved in the past forest 
planning processes as forest service employee with the national forest [inaudible 00:38:44] monitoring program 
and then as an independent consultant and researcher primarily focused on endemic mammals. So I've worked 
with the goshawks, the brown bears, the black bears, pacific marten. And I was really curious about section 
211 and the [inaudible 00:39:01] tables that gave very high likelihood that the populations would remain well 
distributed and viable over the course of 100 year span. I didn't see any associated data with those. 
 
Natalie Dossan: And so I'm familiar mostly with endemic mammals, the goshawk surveys because I've done a 
lot of those for the forest service over the years. The goshawks were stopped in 2015 and a lot of those nest 
surveys showed across the region that they were abandoned at those times and so we're actually going back 
to look at viable, well distributed populations since the 2012 fish and wildlife ruling on goshawks that showed if 
you dropped below that 40% threshold for habitat you may not be able to any longer say that there would still 
be viable populations. So I just went ahead and ran some numbers with some colleagues and it looks like 
under the preferred alternative six there will be up to 80% habitat loss for the following species, queen charlotte 
goshawk, pacific marten, [inaudible 00:40:05] black bear, prince of wales island flying squirrel, prince of wales 
island spruce grouse. I'm wondering where the data are and if it's possible to get copies of the data that 
illustrate the results of table 211. 
 
Christine: Do you have any details on that? I'm going to say this was to your analysis [inaudible 00:40:30] forest 
plan and. 
 
Robin: Yeah, like Christine said a lot of the analysis in this DEIS will fit the analysis that was completed for the 
forest plan which also included a review of the habitat conservation strategy of the forest plan. So all of that 
analysis is available from the forest plan record that's available to the public as well as the record of the 
roadless DEIS. 
 
Christine: Can I just follow up? There's one more thing you mentioned about viability populations. That is 
something that is addressed at the forest plan so when we propose specific projects we have to ensure that 
that project is not going to jeopardize the viability of that species across the plan area. 
 
Natalie Dossan: Yes. I know that, so I just want to clarify, the data they used for that table are coming from the 
forest plan and specifically from the habitat conservation strategy? 
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Christine: Follow up with us after and let's take your name so we can get back to you with solid data, 
information. 



 
Natalie Dossan: Great. And I'll have access to those data? 
 
Christine: Yes. 
 
Natalie Dossan: Great. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: Coming up here and back to you, then to you, then to you, then to you. 
 
Speaker 20: Yeah. I'm kind of concerned that climate change hasn't been discussed yet. And I was wondering, 
because protecting old growth forests should be our top priority since climate change is a current emergency 
that's affecting the Arctic faster then the rest of the lower 48, and I think it's our responsibility to protect old 
growth forests for future generations and to stabilize the climate. In your estimate, what percentage of the 
comments have been about climate change and is that a factor? 
 
Christine: Oh, you mean in the scoping period? 
 
Speaker 20: Yes, for the scoping period. 
 
Christine: I actually have no idea off the top of my head how many comments we got related to climate change. 
There is a climate analysis as part of the DEIS and supporting documents that was done in conjunction with 
someone in our office of climate and sustainability. I'd encourage you to take a look at that. And then, I'm not 
sure that we can get that, we have to check with the content analysis folks to see if we can actually get a 
specific number of how many comments. Because so many comments have so many things in them, I don't 
know if we can ferret out every individual one and say we got this many on fish and this many on climate 
change and this many on bears and this many on. They're all interwoven. 
 
Robin: I do know that we have heard it in every meeting like this. 
 
Speaker 20: I just see it wasn't one of the top three priorities but maybe it was sort of interwoven with all that. 
Yeah. 
 
Evan: My name is Evan [inaudible 00:43:10]. If alternative six were selected and implemented, would that in 
any way trigger revisiting of the forest plan because it seems like a massive change in the available resource to 
manage, in some automatic manner? And if not, would it not be foreseeable given that you have an industry 
that has said the current forest plan does not provide an economically sustainable level of harvest, would that 
not lead you to expand the amount of production area but not the amount of production volume, would 
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that not lead to the high grading that John mentioned earlier, and do we not foreseeably expect the industry, 
which obviously wants its own economic sustainability would choose to harvest the most economically viable 
trees and not follow the forest service's forecasted ten year switch to second growth which has been proven 
time and time again not to be economically viable? 
 
Christine: A couple things I would say about that. We do not have an intent, we don't have a plan to amend the 
forest plan. What the rule making, if alternative six were selected, the full exemption, it would make an 
additional 165,000 acres of old growth and 20,000 acres of young growth available for harvest beyond what's 
available now in terms of meeting that 46 million board foot annual average that the Tongass would produce. 
So it increases the, it gives flexibility in the areas you could go to do that. Those acres of old growth were 
identified as suitable for timber harvest previously and are currently not because the 2001 roadless rule is in 
place. So they're not actually creating new suitable acres, they were already suitable and they're just not able 
to harvest timber because of the current roadless rule restriction right now. So that's the change in difference 



with full exemption is the availability for industry as an opportunity to go harvest on those additional 165,000 
acres of old growth but not increase actual harvest levels. Does that help? Some? 
 
Evan: To me that seems like they are going to choose to high grade the timber but. 
 
Christine: Well, like I said, every project they propose still has to comply with the forest plan and all of the 
standards and guidelines that are in the forest plan and all of the protections that are in place. 
 
Evan: What metrics were originally used to determine suitability of harvest? 
 
Christine: That's part of any forest planning process where we have to identify acres that are suitable. For 
instance, on the Tongass is 16.7 million acres total. Of that 16.7 million acres as the very first step that you go 
through to determine suitability there is 980,000, 970,000 that are suitable. If you go through, and that's without 
the forest plan in place, and then you go through the process to look at the forest plan and other places, deep 
slopes, places that are not operable, it comes down to roughly 500,000. And then the forest plan currently has 
planned 377,000, I think, acres of productive old growth over the life of the plan that's planned. And so what 
alternative six, the full exemption would do would be to add 165,000 acres of old growth to that 366,000. So 
basically bring it up to half a million acres of suitable old growth that could be potentially harvested. Is that 
better. Okay. 
 
Speaker 1: And then we are required to go through an appraisal system called residual value appraisal system 
that [inaudible 00:47:23] system can operate. And then we utilize our [inaudible 00:47:25] to verify, validate that 
the prescription needed for that treatment, that action on the ground is sustainable. I apologize, one second. So 
you and you. I lost track. Please. 
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Speaker 22: First thanks to all of you for [inaudible 00:47:42] out here, I appreciate that, spend time with us. I 
find that there's an incredible amount of knowledge in this room that's making incredibly detailed observations 
and comments. And I have to believe that with six alternatives that of the 144,000 comments that you received 
that they weren't just binary like all in for the no action alternative or to number six, yet the secretary exercised 
his discretionary power, ignored what I would assume would have been a real diversity of informed comments, 
to choose number six. You're saying that he's interesting in hearing our reaction to that, and I'm saying, please 
carry back to him my concern that what is the probability, what assurance does anybody in this room, in 
Juneau, in all the other hearings have that their public comments actually matter? That it's not going to be 
another discretionary decision to just stick with number six? And that any of this matters because right now it 
kind of doesn't feel that way. 
 
Christine: I appreciate that. And as all of you know, I can't guarantee any of you that he's going to change his 
mind. But I know that if folks don't speak up then he's not going to make as informed a decision as he could. 
 
Adam: If I could go next. My comment is tiered directly off of hers. 
 
Speaker 24: Go ahead, I'll go after you. 
 
Adam: Okay. The one comment I'd like to make to the room. My name's Adam [inaudible 00:49:40], I'm a 
federal employee, not with this agency but I'm familiar with the NIPA process. One comment I would like to 
make is that with the NIPA process the true intent is simply to disclose an event to the public therefore a lot of 
these comments may or may not have bearing. The question, one question I have for you guys is the secretary 
of agriculture that you keep referring to, he's an appointed position in the cabinet, okay. And we've already 
seen this administration appoint lots of people who ... Okay, I'm not going to go down that road. But a lot of 
people in high level federal agencies like the EPA, the EPA has been gutted, people have been removed from 
their positions, reassigned to locations far, far away. I have seen it, it has happened to my friends. It does not 
sit well with me. So my comment to everybody here in the room is that to make any meaningful change we 



have to do it through law which is to vote for the right people to get them in that legislative process. Us 
commenting on NIPA isn't necessarily going to get us where we want to be. So we need legal action and we 
need to vote in the right people. 
 
Speaker 1: Would you come up front? You were next in line. 
 
Speaker 24: Yeah. I'll take a different tack, but thank you for that. I want to ask about the roaded roadless, so 
you described them, or somebody described them in the PowerPoint, these are areas where they're roadless 
areas but there are roads in them because they were either built before 2001 or while the roadless rule was 
being challenged or exempted. But I notice that in all of the action alternatives, maybe not five and six, but in 
two, three, and four, those alternatives would 
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remove the roaded roadless from the roadless inventory but that some of the alternatives would also create 
new, quote unquote, roadless categories that would actually allow for more road building. So wouldn't those 
alternatives lead to more roaded roadless areas? So my question is why do you create more roaded roadless 
when you're trying to get rid of the roaded roadless from the roadless protections? And won't those areas be 
vulnerable to your agency removing them entirely from the roadless base in the future? 
 
Christine: So, yes, it's all very confusing. I'll just say that upfront. The intent is, if you remember Robin, currently 
on the 2001 roadless rule there's basically everything's managed the same and there's a limited set of 
exceptions that allow for road construction, reconstruction, right? In the current 2001 rule. The alternatives 
were developed in response to what we heard from the public and others, tribal consultation and the state's 
committee. So we heard from some folks that they really like the 2001 roadless rule in place but they would like 
some additional exceptions for things like, currently for geothermal, there isn't currently an exception to develop 
a geothermal energy source and have road access to that in a roadless area. There isn't currently an exception 
in 2001 roadless to do other things that local communities said were important to them but they'd like to broadly 
keep the roadless protections in place. 
 
Christine: So that's why we developed those five different categories of roadless priority to look at, some are 
more restrictive, some are less restrictive, to try to respond to some of what we heard from the public about 
additional local economic opportunities they've had that they would like or just for community wellbeing like 
Robin mentioned, in order to have access to energy development to support local communities, to have access 
to native, access for native communities for important tribal ceremonies and foods and things like that that they 
may not currently have access to do because of the limits on road construction and reconstruction. That was 
the intent and, yeah, it seems like you're creating more roaded roadless but they're really put forward as a set 
of exceptions to respond to the public comment we got from people about what they would like exceptions for. 
Generally you can't build roads but we would like an exception to go do this activity. 
 
Speaker 24: And the timber priority would allow for timber production and road building without limitation? 
 
Robin: Correct, yes. There are no limitations on timber harvest or [crosstalk 00:54:22]. 
 
Speaker 24: I guess you haven't answered my question. Why remove the roaded roadless when you're 
creating more categories that would build more roads. Why not include those in part of the categories? And 
then if you're not going to, would those areas that have new roads in them become vulnerable to removal from 
the base? 
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Christine: Not unless we went through another rule making process. In alternative two, if you look from Robin's 
presentation, alternative two is actually more restrictive than the current 2001 roadless rule. 
 
Speaker 24: That's not my question. 
 
Christine: But removing the roaded roadless from that you're basically saying, okay, we have roads, these 
places were developed while the exemption was in place or [crosstalk 00:55:07]. 
 
Speaker 24: Well why not restore them? There's no alternative that takes those areas and says, you know, 
these areas still could be restored to former roadless characteristics, they're also potentially fragmenting 
roadless areas that would remain under alternative two. 
 
Christine: Yeah. Well if you think that's something we ought to look at then tell us that and we will- 
 
Speaker 24: That's why I asked that question and I'm unsatisfied with the answer but I'll be commenting. 
 
Christine: I don't have a reason why we structured all of the alternatives the way we did. We were trying to be 
responsive to the input we had. If you think we should have looked at that as an option then please provide that 
comment and [inaudible 00:55:42]. 
 
Robin: If I could add one more thing on the roaded roadless. It wasn't just, those areas don't just include roads. 
They did include timber harvest as well, those roads were largely constructed for access to timber projects. So 
when we looked at those areas it's not just that there was a road in it, they had seen other kinds of 
development that kind of took them out when you think about conserving roadless area characteristics which 
the original rule was designed to protect they didn't necessarily still have those characteristics in those areas 
because they had been bulk roaded and in large part they had also been harvested in the past. So they just 
simply didn't provide the typical character that roadless area provide. So those were the acres that were 
removed. It wasn't just because they had a road. It was because they had seen other development as well. 
 
Christine: Thank you Robin. 
 
Speaker 1: So I've got two more questions in the room. We have about 15 minutes I would think for others who 
have questions. So we've got at least four, five. Okay. Back of the room and up to here, on to you on this side 
and then we'll go back to you. 
 
Speaker 25: Yeah so I missed the first part of the hearing, the presentation. Was government 
 
to the governing composition talked about? There was? Have there been any 
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00:57:18]. The six tribes [inaudible 00:57:26] turned down for face to face consultation with [inaudible 
00:57:30]. 
 
Speaker 1: Do you want to address this? 
 
Christine: The under secretary had a couple of conversations with President Jackson and President Wallace. 
They were the two tribal entities that had sent that original letter to Secretary Perdue requesting consultation. 
The under secretary was just out here this past weekend and did a day of tribal consultation with seven or eight 
tribal entities, I think one didn't make it because some ferries got 
 
canceled. But, yeah. Spent a day doing tribal consultation this past Saturday and 



 
has committed to continue that throughout the process. 
 
Speaker 25: In the [inaudible 00:58:21] of the six tribes came out and said they don't agree with alternative six. 
And I guess my question is, I feel like what you guys are doing is completely disrespecting those six tribes, I 
want to just ask why, why are you doing it? 
 
Speaker 1: There is no attempt or intent to ever be disrespectful in that aspect- 
 
Speaker 25: But if someone says, we don't consent to alternative six? 
 
Speaker 1: Our meeting on Saturday with the tribal officials and entities there, I thought the discussion, the 
dialogue was very good. I thought the intent, the effort by the under secretary to meet with those tribal entities 
in a governed to government way was very good. A further commitment to continue in that effort will be 
ongoing. As to how it was felt to portray, I think that each of the tribal entities can express their own views but it 
was pretty clear to me that there was a need to get together, it was necessary, and I think that the discussion, 
the dialogue [inaudible 00:59:31] was actually pretty productive. I hope that we continue in a productive way to 
continue to represent that effort. And I know the commitment from the under secretary is there. Yes sir? 
 
John Shane: I want come back to science and old growth and large field growth for a moment. But I wanted to 
thank you three because this is a tough time to be a federal employee and I think you're trying hard and I 
appreciate that. 
 
John Shane: When I talk about large tree, old growth, I'm talking about trees that are four to ten feet in 
diameter. There aren't many ten footers left, I've seen a couple of nine footers in the Tongass and they're really 
hard to find. On Prince of Wales Island, north Prince of Wales, north central Prince of Wales, it's a 
biogeographic region, the large tree contiguous, these are the big [inaudible 01:00:31], the contiguous large 
tree old growth has been reduced by 96%. We published that in Conservation Biology, Dave Albert and I from 
TNC in 2013. That's a really serious issue. That's high grading. We know that old growth is non renewable. You 
don't create old growth in 100 years or 200 years. It starts developing old growth characteristics at about 300 
years. So scientists have recognized that old 
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growth is rare, it's highly valuable, and the Tongass is the only national forest in the nation that still clear cuts 
old growth forest. That's an issue but it's complicated because of the high grading. And north Prince of Wales 
was the most productive forest area in all of Alaska and it's been nailed. 
 
John Shane: So this roadless rule really worries me because I see the opportunity for the industry to go in and 
cherry pick and get the best of what's left. And that's going to have an impact on all of those species like 
goshawks and marten and salmon in some cases, that require and really need those big tree old growth forest. 
Th scientific community has absolutely come together on this whole idea that old growth is too valuable to be 
clear cutting anymore. And I would suggest, and I'll put this in my extensive comments, and I had extensive 
comments that hit all these issues and I didn't see these things addressed which you know. I think that to go to 
alternative six we're really talking about unsustainable management of old growth and big tree old growth and 
all the creatures that need those stands. I just really think that's important and I think you folks understand 
some of that and you're constrained. But it's important that we, every one of us, makes sure that we get the 
facts out and the science on the table and force the decision makers up high to do what is the right thing for the 
American public. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: I lost track of where I was going next. I guess [inaudible 01:03:01] gentleman over here and then 
[inaudible 01:03:03]. 
 



Speaker 28: Oh. First off, I mean [inaudible 01:03:07] support for no actions and it seems like that's the majority 
of the people here but I do want to apologize to any people who really do support the full exemption, we 
respect your views, sorry you don't feel like speaking up, just disagree with you. I have a question, I guess it's 
mostly for Christine since you seem to have had the most face time with secretary Perdue. What can you tell us 
actually about his persona? What comments supporting no action plan would really hit home with him since it 
really his discretion, like [inaudible 01:03:38] don't really matter, it's really his decision? 
 
Christine: I ant guess, I'm not going to guess, talk about the secretary's persona. 
 
Speaker 28: What's important? 
 
Christine: What's important? What I think is the most important thing to note is he really does have an interest 
in settling this issue and would like to see a long term solution put in place. And so the things that he would like 
to hear are things that are going to support what folks think the long term solution is. We would like you to not 
go back and have to, we've been in court for almost 20 years on this issue. It's been divisive, it's controversial, 
people have a wide variety of viewpoints about what they think about roadless area management on the 
Tongass specifically. I think anything you can do to provide what you think would be a long term solution to this 
challenge. 
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Speaker 24: Can I ask a follow up to that? Was that part of the rationale for choosing alternative six? Because 
that wouldn't seem to be a sustainable? 
 
Christine: I can't guess to what the secretary's rationale is. It's his decision, not mine. 
 
Speaker 24: I thought you said that was what would be important for the final decision? 
 
Christine: For the long term, for a final decision for what a long term solution is going to be. The secretary 
chose what he thought was most responsive to the state's petition and at this point in the process. I'm not into 
his head. 
 
Speaker 24: I know, I know. But you characterized it that that would be an important piece of the final. 
 
Christine: It is important. 
 
Speaker 24: And so I was wondering, was that an important piece to this preferred alternative that's identified in 
the draft? 
 
Christine: I don't know if that was important or not. What was important to him for the draft was for us to create 
a wide variety of alternatives that addressed what we heard proposed. 
 
Speaker 1: I want to try to honor and respect the folks who waited in line. 
 
Speaker 24: Yes sir. 
 
Speaker 1: I thought there was one more over here, is that you? I apologize. Did I get out of order? 
 
Speaker 29: I don't know. My question also has to do with the concern of the gentleman in front with the old 
growth trees in the Tongass, some at over a thousand years old. I have a huge concern with the climate 
change impacts of logging of the old growth trees in the Tongass and I had a question about some of the 
science in the draft DEIS that recognizes that we're looking at 1.5 to 3 degrees celsius of warming in Alaska by 
2050, recognizes that the Tongass plays an important role in regulating global climate, and that changing the 
forest would carry global consequences but then follows up that emissions from logging would be temporary. 



which scientists seem to disagree with that those emissions would be temporary, would be recaptured by 
young trees. We're talking about thousand year old trees releasing carbon, it takes a really long time for trees 
to store that carbon. New growth trees would not be capturing that carbon. So I'm curious about the science, 
the temporary emissions of carbon from the old growth trees in the draft DEIS, where that came from? 
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Christine: That's certainly not my area of expertise. But if you want to talk to us after and we can take your 
name down I can put you in touch with someone who can answer your questions because I cannot. I can't. 
 
Speaker 1: So we're down to the last five minutes. We have two more questions. 
 
Speaker 30: Since we're on the subject of old growth, what are some of the other limitations or regulations that 
are allowing for old growth? 
 
Speaker 1: All of the operations currently that result or have a component of harvesting on the Tongass 
National Forest are as related to the forest plan And the authorities or direction of legislative statues that exist 
for that. I don't know how I can get [inaudible 01:07:31] specific legislation. 
 
Speaker 30: I'm sorry. I thought I remembered reading something in the draft DEIS about changing the forest 
plan to a certain percentage of old growth so you're getting more old growth as years go on and that'll 
eventually balance out. And I thought there was some regulation that initiated that but I couldn't recall what it 
was. 
 
Speaker 1: I will attempt to go through it and I certainly yield to my colleagues. Initially, this was as related to 
the amended forest plan of 2016, that came from a 2013 memorandum to the agency to come up with a social, 
ecological and economic answer that would seek to transition from old growth to young growth. 
 
Speaker 30: That was it, yeah. 
 
Speaker 1: And there was a second component about providing for sustainable energy sources. In that the 
expectation was to try to do it in the next 10 to 15 years under the memo. As we went through the analysis it 
looks like it's slightly over 15 years and we're continuing the information collection for young growth because as 
indicated, I heard from somebody about the viability of the industry and the product at that point in time. So 
we're not sure exactly what the timeline is but the intent is to reduce down from the current levels of old growth 
harvesting down to a level of about 5 million, replace that wood product, supply with young growth over that 
period of time. And then the 5 million old growth would continue, the 41 remain a million under the current 
forest plan would end up being transitioned in to young growth. So it is an old growth to young growth transition 
plan. 
 
Speaker 30: And then, just how often is a forest plan revised? 
 
Christine: Technically speaking, they're supposed to be revised every 15 years. We still have many forest plans 
that are over 30 years because we've been through multiple planning rules that have not survived. So the 2012 
planning rule has actually been probably the most stable planning environment we've had in a long time. We 
are just starting to put out plans that have been revised under 
 
Roadless Rule meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov20... (Completed 11/23/19) Page 23 of 24 Transcript by 
Rev.com 
 
 
 
This transcript was exported on Nov 25, 2019 - view latest version here. 
 



the 2012 rule but we still have a lot of plans that are much older than 15 years. And many of those have been 
amended throughout that time span. 
 
Speaker 1: There was one more question from the back. Yes sir. 
 
Speaker 31: I just have a quick question about the maps. Could you verify the difference between development 
and non development LUDs as well as priority LUDs, just so we can understand what each of those color 
legends represent? 
 
Robin: The difference between development and non development was, again that goes back to the forest 
plan. If you think of the forest plan like a zoning process, when you go through a forest plan amendment or 
revision you're looking at the entirety of the forest and you're determining what uses are most appropriate for 
certain areas of that forest. So you go through the forest planning process which, as does the roadless DEIS it 
might have a variety of different alternatives and then the end, and this goes back to the 2008 Tongass 
amendment actually was the last time that all of those land use designations were considered on the forest. It 
separated all of the land on the forest into different land use designation and I don't know the total number of 
land use designations. I think there are close to 20 different types of land use designations. Those include the 
old growth habitat LUDs, those are the LUDS with the old growth preserve so to speak. And includes a 
[inaudible 01:11:10], the current LUD 2 areas, those are statutorily designated but they are also a LUD in the 
forest plan. 
 
Robin: So the difference between the development and the non development LUDs, the development LUDs are 
the timber production, modified landscape and [inaudible 01:11:29], those are typically the LUDs that allow 
commercial activities like mainly commercial timber harvest and road construction that's associated with that. 
There are other types of commercial activity that might be allowed in non development LUDs, those would be 
more non discretionary activities like mining operations, the forest service can't prohibit someone who owns a 
valid mining claim, we can't prohibit their legal right to operate that mining claim. So some of those activities 
might occur in the non development LUDs but when the forest service actually considers and authorizes other 
types of activity those occur in the development LUDs if that helps at all. So there's really only three land use 
designations on the Tongass that kind of fall into that development LUD category. And, again, that's timber 
production, modified landscape, and scenic leisure. 
 
Speaker 1: So with that that concludes the time that we had scheduled for this meeting. We are willing to stay 
around for another 20 or 30 minutes if people want to look at the ... 
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Washington, DC 
 
November 14, 2019 
 
BEGINNING OF PUBLIC MEETING Q&A PERIOD 
 
Christine Dawes: 29:56 Roxanne is back in the back here in the I think purple sweater so 
 
if you want to go to your closest person with a microphone or Roxanne, you want to start up here? 
 
Roxanne: 30:13 Okay. Thank you very much. 
 
Kari Ames: 30:24 My English name is Kari, my Tlingit name is [foreign language]. I 
 
am with the Women's Earth Climate Action Network. We understand that over the last years you have ignored 
requests for better tribal consultation. You have funded the logging industry to help with the rulemaking but not 
us. We are missing the subsistence hearings in our hometowns and a D.C. subsistence hearing would have 



been a great opportunity for us for we are missing out on the ones back home. We also are glad that you have 
agreed to adding more hearings. Specifically, we're asking for those in Juneau and Anchorage for our people 
are being displaced from their villages. And this is why they're going to these places. They will not be 
advocating for just Anchorage or just Juneau. They're advocating for their home towns and communities that 
they have had to move away from. 
 
And this is not to mention the fact that you weren't even recording the comments made this afternoon or at 
most of the public hearings in Alaska, there is no excuse for that. You could have brought in a court reporter or 
video recorded it and had comments transcribed. The forest service takes public comments as many of these 
meetings. So to my question, why is the forest service refusing to truly listen to the people who will have to be 
left in this devastation but the consequences of this repeal, especially Alaska natives? 
 
Thank you. I think we've done 17 we're doing 17 subsistence hearings, all of that are being recorded. They will 
be transcribed. And for those of you that came here today that this will offer some additional hearings. 
 
We wanted to clarify that Yes, We know that you are recording the subsistence hearings, but we want the 
Tongass ones recorded too. We feel that is taking away your obligation to listen to us. Some of our elders in 
our home towns don't have 
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ways to do a submission online or write letters and stuff, so we are silencing the voices of the people who live 
in these small towns or who have had to move to the bigger cities because they cannot support their families. 
We need our voices to be heard and to exclude these people is not right. 
 
Chris French: 32:52 Thank you. I appreciate it. 
 
Adrian Lee: 32:52 [foreign language 00:33:30] My name is Adrian Lee. I'm Tlingit 
 
of the Tongass National Forest indigenous to the Tongass national forest. I'm proud to say I'm the voice of the 
Tongass women's earth climate action network, WECAN international. As people of the forest and people of 
the sea, we must speak out for our children's grandchildren to protect our homelands. I'm here representing 
95% of Alaskans who are for protecting the Tongass national forest and the 2001 Roadless rule, something 
that the forest service has been for, for almost 20 years now. Alaska native tribes are the landowners of private 
property that our regional corporations Sealaska continues to clearcut on under the state of Alaska law. They 
do not speak for us and they do not speak for me, nor should any corporation voice in the Roadless rule be 
considered mine by the Alaska 
 
congressional delegation. 
 
I maintain my own Supreme sovereignty within the authority of my own cultural indigenous tribal laws. I stand in 
solidarity with my sisters in Hoonah, since the forest service comments in every single poll that you have 
already have shown that the majority of people in the Southeast and across the country, want the Roadless 
rule kept in place. Why do you insist upon repealing of the Tongass Roadless Rule? 
 



Thank you. I, I really appreciate the comment and I think that's what's very important about this space right 
now, both the public comment period and the continuing consultation. We need to hear what people think. This 
is a proposal. The secretary has indicated his preferred alternative, but it's not a final and this is the space for 
voices to be heard. Any other questions? 
 
Hi, I'm, Lance Preston, commercial salmon fisherman from Sitka, Alaska here on behalf of the seafood 
producers 
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cooperative, the oldest and largest fisherman's cooperative on the Pacific coast with more than 500 individual 
fishermen owner members. My question, would you not agree that the greatest economic contribution to the 
Southeast Alaska region to both commercial and the commercial fishing is the commercial fishing industry and 
the visitor industry? Is it not the greatest contribution, the salmon? 
 
So yes. The only thing I've got when I'm thinking about the charter economic contributions, I actually think there 
was a larger sector that was in government and I, what I believe the next one absolutely after that is absolutely 
correct. The sequencers, you are correct, right? 
 
The Tongass, the Tongass--does the Tongass national forest provide more jobs? In government or more jobs? 
 
You're right. The biggest driver of the economy in Southeast Alaska directly ties in Tongass fisheries, in 
seafood, in tourism from the other data that's been provided to us. Question here. 
 
Imperiled wildlife like wolves, Sitka Blacktail deer and northern goshawks depend on intact forest to survive. 
Science has demonstrated how clearcut logging and destruction of their habitat harms their species, yet that is 
precisely what the forest service is proposing. What will the forest service do when the populations of wolves, 
deer decline even further? 
 
So thank you for your question. As Chris and I both, I think I mentioned before the governing document is the 
Tongass forest plan and so the protections that are currently in the forest plan are going to remain in place. So 
the, the requirements of standards and guidelines that projects have to be consistent with or remain in place. 
The Roadless rule does not change any of those standards and guidelines under which we have to comply 
whenever we implement projects. So whenever any, any project or activity is proposed, we'll go through an 
environmental analysis under the national environmental policy act and have a public comment period and take 
input on those projects and make those decisions at those times so that the Roadless rule itself will not actually 
remove any of those protections. 
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Roxanne: 38:17 I'm Matt [inaudible] from Severn, Maryland. Is there any effort 
 
towards replanting when harvesting is done in the timbered areas? I think that's kind of important for all those 
places. And also, is there any effort to understanding the climatic effect...hello are you paying attention to me? 
Is there any effort to understanding the climatic effect of harvesting the timber? You call yourselves the Forest 
Service of America and I'd kind of expect you to research that before you make changes that could not only 
impact Alaska but all of us. 
 
Christine: So I'm not sure I got all of your questions but I'll do my best to answer. Under the National Forest 
Management Act, we are required to ensure that acres that are commercially harvested have to be restocked, 
and that can happen one of two ways. It can be through natural regeneration, or it can be through reforestation. 
So it really depends on the site. There is a, part of the environmental impact statement, there was an analysis 
done on the climate effects and the carbon sequestration related to timber harvest, so that is part of the 
analysis in the EIS, and I think I missed your middle question. Ok. All right. 
 
Joel Jackson: My name is Joel Jackson. I know both of you. I'm from the Organized Village of Kake, I'm the 
President, and you know, we've been through this process before, with the forest service. It's so hard to 
continuously fight for traditional homelands. It's sad, you know, to see what's planned for our area. I'm worried 
about our area. They can speak for their territories, I can speak for mine. So they're going to have to speak up, 
and they're doing a good job. But you know, I'm just making a comment, I'm not looking to ask a question. My 
comment is that ever since the logging has been done around Kake, the forest has struggled to come back. 
Before, when there was logging that was taking place you didn't see much deer. When I was growing up you 
could see deer out the back door. We could hike up the hill, shoot what we need, and come home. After 
logging taking place around our community by the forest service the deer more or less disappeared and we 
have to make the journey across the sound to deerhunt around back of the island. And we lost 3 young men on 
that journey. They were returning from Admiralty Island. They drowned. And now, the last couple years, the 
deer have rebounded. Since the forest is healing, the deer have started coming back. And we have a healthy 
moose population. And a healthy wolf population. We have a trapper 
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on our island and he traps wolves. And so this year I think it's the record number of deer. But the streams 
continue to struggle. The salmon are not coming back in the numbers that they used to. It really hurts us as a 
native people as the salmon is a keystone to our livelihood and we have to travel further and further away to try 
to get them. I'm hoping, and we have addressed the forest service, Secretary Sonny Perdue, and 
Undersecretary Hubbard, as well as our Alaska delegation, that we protect what we have left of the old growth. 



So we will stand our ground again, don't get me wrong, we will continue to stand our ground. And you guys 
know what our alternative is. So thank you. 
 
Marina Anderson: I've had my hand up for quite a while. I would not like to turn my back to the entire audience, 
I want you all to be able to see my face. So if it's appropriate I will address everybody. Marina Anderson 
[foreign language including recitation of family origins] Forgive me if you do not understand what I said. I 
introduced myself to you. I come to you from my homeland, Prince of Wales Island, [foreign language] is where 
my clan is from. And I come from the Sculpin House. I apologize if you didn't understand everything that I said, 
but I am reclaiming a language that has been ripped away from me and has been ripped away from our people. 
So bear with me as I express that way. For the attendants, this is quite a show, this is more people in this room 
than there are actually in my village. And there are more stores in this complex than there are actually in my 
village as there are zero. So my first question is, to Mr. French, did you say that a ton, a lot of acres that are 
included in the roadless plan, are a ton of acres that you are never going to do anything with? 
 
Chris French: 00:00 So what we talked about, when you look at the total number of 
 
acres in the Tongass, there are limitations to what we have, various laws and regulation about what could be 
harvested or not, and one of those, which is a requirement of the National Forest Management Act, looks at 
suitable acres or not, and one of those pieces are steep slopes. And so those pieces would fall out of being a 
suitable acre. And that analysis was done in the 2016 forest plan. 
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Maybe you didn't understand my question, it was a yes or no. Did you say that these are a ton of acres you're 
never going to do anything with. They're too steep. 
 
I'm not sure if I said a ton of acres. The way that I would speak about that is that when you look at suitable 
acres, that we have to, when we look at forest plans, we follow that guidance and steep slopes are one of those 
pieces that we have to look at. 
 
Okay. Well I know it's been really busy so I'll refresh your memory. This is a direct quote I have from you during 
the consultation that we had with Under Secretary Hubbard recently. And this quote alone, forgive me if I do 
disrespect other views that are in this room. This quote alone shows that there is a lack of respect for our 
cultures, our peoples, and our ways of life. Not every single acre, how we utilize and tromped through, and 
used for extraction, we understand the importance of intact old growth forest. We understand the importance of 
the old growth forest holding water back from flooding our streams was silt, choking out the salmon eggs and 
making it so that our indigenous people cannot eat and feed their families. 
 
 
 
Marina Anderson: 01:31 And making it so that our commercial fishermen cannot make a 
 



living and cannot provide other variety salmon to the rest of the lower 48 and across the world. We understand 
our lands better than anybody else will. And this is a very naive statement I think, because it shows Mr. French, 
and I do have respect for you, but it shows that you do not understand us, and you do not understand our 
traditional ecological knowledge. Now I have another question. Is it true that the forest service altered the 
comments of the cooperating agencies before putting out the DEIS? And that's a yes or no question. 
 
Chris French: 02:11 I'm not aware of it. 
 
Marina Anderson: 02:14 Well I'm aware of it. Cooperating agencies had a meeting with 
 
the forest service. The forest service themselves told us we were not aware that these comments were altered 
before they were published. They are altered so significantly that I could barely even find my own comments. 
And my next question, is it true that tribes, the cooperating agency tribes, provided the 
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forest service with maps to be included in the DEIS that included our traditional territory? 
 
Yes, that's true. 
 
And were the maps included in the DEIS? 
 
Not all of them. And we acknowledge that in the DEIS and we've talked about that in each of our hearings. 
 
And why was that not included? The traditional territory of the people that have been living in these areas for 
over 10,000 years. And I saw up here that has said that we've been living in a national forest for over 10,000 
years. I'm sorry, but we have been there before the national forest system has come into place. 
 
Yes. And I greatly respect that. Yes, most of the maps were included. Two communities were not. We weren't 
able to get them into the deadlines we had. And we acknowledge that in the DEIS, we've acknowledged that in 
all of our public meetings and the subsistence hearings and we've provided those maps for the public to see. 
 
Okay, thank you. This is a great quote I have in here. I just have to read it. "We were conservationists way 
before that was a word". That comes from a man that I respect very well, Joel Jackson. Okay. Now I have 
another question. If you came to our village, if you got dropped off with nothing, nothing on your back, what 
would you do? 
 
 
 
Chris French: That would be a hard thing to do, to answer. 
 
Marina Anderson: That would be a hard thing to do, because we don't have a single store, like I said, and so 
we rely heavily on our traditional economy. We rely heavily on trade. We rely heavily on our hunters going out 



and getting the deer and our fisherman going out and getting the fish, our women weaving the basketry, we rely 
heavily on intact old growth forests. So, Mr. French, if you came to Kassan, with nothing on your back, I 
promise our people will take care of you, because we have salmon in our cupboard and we have deer in our 
freezers and we have fish 
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eggs in our freezers. And we ill pull it out and we will feed you until you are full and we will wait, we will stay 
hungry[mdash]we will not feed ourselves until you are full, because you are a guest on our land. And that's 
exactly what I mean. You are a guest on our land. On our land. The land that we have protected for over 
10,000 years. The land that we have lived in, in harmony. We've lived with the trees. We've lived with the 
waters. We've lived with the skies, and we've had nothing but respect for them. I have one last question. Are 
you aware of our spiritual connection with the trees and our ceremonies with the trees? 
 
I'm not aware of the specifics. I'm aware of the broader pieces of the culture, and there are others that have 
worked with us that are more aware than I would be. 
 
Thank you for your comment. I would like the next time become aware. Become aware with the specifics 
because the specifics are exactly what matter. Don Young, himself, yesterday was saying this is nothing about 
timber, yet timber was the first thing mentioned in almost every single sentence here. Mr. French, this is all I 
have for now. Thank you very much. I appreciate your time. 
 
Thank you. 
 
[inaudible 00:00:55]. 
 
I appreciate your advice and your [crosstalk 00:00:58]. [inaudible 00:01:02]. 
 
[crosstalk 00:01:04] Hello. [inaudible 00:01:05]. 
 
Hello. [inaudible 00:01:14]. Hello. My name is Gene. I'm a [inaudible 00:01:18] from Annapolis, Maryland. I had 
a question about the comments. I know that other agencies have problems with comments being attacked by 
bots and troll farms paid for by industries. I'm wondering, how important are the comments, and do you guys 
have a way of weeding out those trolls? The second question is based on a photo of the president with the 
governor of Alaska on Air Force One with his thumbs up. That's when all our problems started. Does any of this 
really matter? I 
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mean, this man acts like he's a monarch and that this land is his now. Blue Wave 2020, thank you. 
 
Chris French: 00:02:07 Thanks. All right, your first question. I'm not aware of any issues 
 
we've had with bots. We get lots and lots of comments. Some of them unique and some of them postcards. 
Then, we also use alternate other ways to inform the process. Whether it's through hearings, written comments 
that we receive at meetings through our consultation processes, and then, the input through cooperating 
agencies. On the second piece, I'm very aware. I get asked that question quite a bit about the role of the 
president in the final decision here. 
 
Chris French: 00:02:45 What I want to share with you is that we, as an agency, and in 
 
my conversations with secretaries, this space we're in right now, we take comment back to hear what people 
think about what's been proposed and why is very important. No final decisions have been made. We have 
many examples of when we've gone through periods like this, and decisions can change based on what people 
say. I have done this sort of work for more than 25 years in Forest Service. We take our responsibilities very 
seriously in terms of making sure that folks are heard, and that we reflect those, and we make decisions that 
are reflective of those things that we hear. We accurately portray all of that says Secretary of Agriculture. I think 
you can probably see that in the alternatives that we provided based on the initial comments that we got. 
Hopefully, you can see yourself in one of those. Ultimately, when all of this comes in, that decision by the 
Secretary of Agriculture will be born by all of this. 
 
Speaker 5: 00:03:56 Hello. I have a question about the Tongass. Multiple studies and 
 
many anecdotes as you've heard here show and highlight the importance of Tongass of it being rich for wildlife. 
They also show that logging and boating outgrows and degrades the ecosystem and the habitat for wildlife. I'm 
wondering why the US Forest Services is moving forward with a proposal that would degrade the habitat and 
ecosystems where those animals live instead of strengthening protections. 
 
Chris French: 00:04:32 Excellent. Our mission is multiple use. Yes, part of our mission is 
 
to provide forest products, other renewable resources, and 
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natural resources that come from public lands. But it's also about ensuring that we are conserving those lands, 
preserving those lands in wilderness and in other areas, and ensuring that we are managing for long-term 
ecological integrity. We're managing for wildlife habitats, protecting endangered species, all of those. Your 
questions about if you look at the 2016 Forest Plan. It directly takes on those issues. It talks about those 
effects, and those effects when we do those other activities that are a part of our mission. It talks about how 
you do those, and the levels that you could do those, so that you could do it in a way that provides the sort of 
protections that are needed. It tells you where you can't do those, such as those watersheds. 
 
Chris French: 00:05:31 We talked about the T77 that protects salmon fisheries and 
 
things like that. That doesn't change in this world. I know that's tough. Because what this rule maybe really 
does is says what would be available that has prohibitions from [inaudible 00:05:50] but doesn't get into any of 
those specifics within the Forest Plan. The Forest Plan really is the piece that was redone in 2016 that drives 
those outcomes. What this does do is it changes what acres could be suitable for timber harvest. It doesn't 
change how we harvest it, the amount we harvest it, or the protections that we've included when that's done to 
minimize any impacts. But there are impacts. We talk about that and release it in the environmental impact 
stage. The biggest controlling factor is going to be those other pieces right now. 
 
Michael Chilton: 00:06:26 Hi, my name is Michael Chilton I'm with the Tlingit People. I was 
 
born and raised in Juneau, and currently living on Prince of Wales Island. I'm an uncle to 13 nieces and 
nephews [inaudible 00:06:47] my brother and sister [inaudible 00:06:48]. I look forward to them being in our 
traditional [inaudible 00:06:53] soon. I do understand there's a lot that goes with that. I'm learning the ways of 
how to live in traditional ways with our traditional harvesting of trees. My question is why do you see any effect 
to our third sources acceptable. Out of all the options there, there was only one that said no effect to our third 
sources. Why is any of that at all acceptable? 
 
Chris French: 00:07:23 I appreciate your question. As part of this process, we're 
 
required to look at a range of alternatives to meet what both the states petition the secretary for, as well as the 
input we got during this scoping period. The range of alternatives you see 
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was responsive to the full range of comments. Everything from keeping the 2001 rules in place, and through to 
full exception with various levels of protection in between. That's what we're presenting, and you're welcome to 
comment on. I appreciate very much the comments that we've heard today from the folks from Alaska about 
the importance of the forest to your food sources, and your culture, and your way of life. I really would look 
forward to hearing the comments that you provide so that we can make sure we include that input when we 
develop the final environmental impact statement and share what we've heard with the secretary. 
 



Sorry, I don't feel like my question is really answered. I felt like it kind of got danced around. I don't know if 
anybody else mentioned that, but it's exactly [inaudible 00:08:28]. Does any effect to our food source sound 
plausible as an option, as opposed to no effect to our food source, which is currently coming back? 
 
I think to Chris's point before about the requirement we have under the Multiple Use-Sustained Yield Act, we 
are a multiple use agency. There are effects to some of the things we do. We put Forest Plans in place to try to 
minimize those effects as much as possible. 
 
Hi, my name is Greg Singleton. I'm from Springfield, Virginia. I grew up born and raised in South Carolina. After 
a full career in the military, I retired in Virginia, so I'm calling Virginia my home now. But one of the things I did 
in the military was I swore to support and defend the constitution of the United States against all enemies 
foreign and domestic. The reason that I did that is because I love this great country, and part of what I love 
about this great country is our great and wonderful natural resources, which includes all of our national forests. 
At the very beginning, I would like to say I oppose any rollbacks of the Roadless Rule protections for the 
Tongass National Forest. One of the main reasons besides loving the national forests and wanting to keep 
them intact is that the Tongass National Forest is the United States of America's single most important national 
forest for carbon sequestration and climate mitigation. 
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Greg Singleton: 00:10:04 Today, I heard lots of comments that were very good about how 
 
we respect the salmon and how valuable the salmon is for the sustenance of so many people that call Alaska 
their home, as well as those of us in the lower 48. But also, the deer that roam the forest and how they provide 
sustenance. I will tell you that we are approaching an age that not just me but about 190 other countries on the 
Earth have agreed to, in Paris, one year recently, that said that we have got to get ahead of climate change, or 
it is going to eat our lunch. Climate change is not coming. Climate change is here. We have just experienced 
today and yesterday in this place, in Washington DC, unprecedented cold temperatures that have come down 
from the Arctic. In November, it's already as cold as it is in January. That's not supposed to happen. We had, in 
Alaska, these great people that traveled all the way here from Alaska saw forest fires, unprecedented forest 
fires in Alaska. This is not supposed to happen. 
 
Greg Singleton: 00:11:20 This summer, there were 72,000 fires, burning simultaneously in 
 
the Amazon rainforest. It seems that we can't get enough palm oil. What people are doing in the Indonesian 
rainforest is they're logging and burning the forest there, which are also helping to sequester carbon dioxide. 
What I would like to say that is valuable and has as much value, and in fact more value than a salmon is a tree. 
The trees I'm talking about are not your average Joe Blow pine tree growing in North Carolina. I'm talking about 
800 year old, 12 foot in diameter, 200 year old trees. Those trees are all about keeping us protected from the 
future deleterious effects and destructive effects from climate change. I would even like to propose not only did 
I support alternative one, but I would support eliminating the entire ability of logging any trees out of the 
Tongass National Forest. Thank you. 
 
Speaker 7: 00:12:31 Thank you. Thank you. 
 



Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:12:42 Hello. That's a good segue. Thank you for your comment. My 
 
name is Osprey Orielle Lake. I am the founder of the Women's Earth and Planet Action Network. We work with 
women on the front lines of climate change around the world in different regions. The first comment in question 
I have is specifically around indigenous peoples. We know that 80% of all of the biodiversity left on Earth is in 
the lands and territories of 
 
 
 
Page 12 of 32 
 
 
 
Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service 
 
 
 
Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
 
Washington, DC 
 
November 14, 2019 
 
indigenous peoples. I think I'm a bit taken aback today by the responses to our indigenous representatives 
here. One, really respecting the fact that they have been maintaining these territories and their lands for time 
and memorial. They are telling us what is needed. They are telling us how they have lived on these lands and 
cared for them. 
 
Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:13:42 Ever since colonization, there has been a detrimental impact of 
 
their lands and their way of life, and to the ecosystem. Because the ecosystem, the trees, the salmon, the land, 
the river, and the indigenous people who live there are completely intertwined. I think you'd have to be 
completely deaf, dumb, and blind to not realize that that relationship needs to stay intact. I think we need to 
really honor our indigenous relatives and what they are telling us is needed, and to listen to them, and their 
request, and their demand for their rights and their territories. We need to start a much deeper conversation 
about decolonization, and a much deeper conversation about the fact that we are in an ecological and climate 
crisis, and indigenous peoples have so much to teach us about how to live with the land. 80% of all the 
biodiversity left on Earth right now is an indigenous territories and lands, and there's a reason for that. 
 
Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:14:48 I'd like to really make sure that their comments have a special 
 
weigh in. One of the reports we read about the cultural analysis intact, it referred to indigenous peoples as 
visitors, visitors in their own territories. I think we need to really look at this attitude that, not just the US Forest 
Service but in general. People who have come to this land who are on, in essence, stolen, taken lands. Really 
looks toward indigenous peoples for their guidance at this critical time. I'm going to ask a second question. 
When you think about your response to that and your role of indigenous leadership in this moment, and their 
role in guiding this decision. The second thing I want to say is that, as it's been mentioned, we are in a climate 
crisis. I'd like to understand you as the leaders of our decision-making on forests in America. 
 
Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:16:00 I'm completely confused how there could be any question at 
 
this point about old growth logging. We know that 80% of all carbon emissions in the United States through 
forests is happening in the Tongass. We are seeing huge destruction in the Amazon rainforest through fires. 
The sub-Sahara forests are 
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completely on fire right now. We're seeing fires. I live in California. I have literally run from two fires in the last 
two years that killed people. We are losing the tree people. We're losing the forests. 
 
Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:16:40 To even consider bringing this forward at a time when there 
 
could be any sort of opening for there to be logging, when, we're talking about all of our future, all of our 
children right now. Literally, life and death. We're seeing millions of youth on the streets. Over seven million 
people have been mobilized just in this last few months, telling us that they're terrified for their future. And 
forests, as scientists are telling us over and over again, forests are key to mitigating climate change. How in the 
world can we be possibly considering any sort of damage to our forests, or harm. You keep saying, "Well, we're 
responsible for many different types of management and different kinds of activities on forest lands." This is a 
new time. We're in a new reality. Something has to change. We cannot do business as usual, and we cannot 
continue to move forward as if we're not in a climate crisis. I'd like you to respond to that as well. Thank you. 
 
Chris French: 00:17:53 Thank you. Your first question, we take our trust responsibilities 
 
very seriously. I'm really aware of the voices we create from indigenous leadership in Alaska, and very clearly 
bringing those voices to the decision-maker in this case, the secretary. For those things that we can do better, 
I'm asking how we can do that. It's important to us. On the second part, in terms of climate change, in the 
agency, we recognize the clear importance of forests across the world and the nation's forests play right now in 
terms of what's happening with climate change. If you look at the 2012 planning rule that guided the 
development of the Tongass Forest Plan, and it talks very clearly about the ways maybe we can think about 
them. 
 
Chris French: 00:18:59 The plan talks about the effects and the stressors within the 
 
environment and how we should be thinking about them. That guides how would you network. In the analysis 
that we do for this and for any subsequent project, our researchers and our folks that are working on this, with 
their analysis, do you think we get it wrong? If you disagree, I encourage you to tell us. I'm open to that 
feedback, but I'm very proud of the research and the work that we are doing about the key role that forests 
play. 
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Again, I think this is that space where we're looking for those kind of feedback [inaudible 00:19:48], and if 
there's things that we can do better, that's what I want to see. Thank you here [inaudible 00:19:53]. 
 
Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:19:55 Well, I think people are telling you really clearly what they want. 
 
I really do hope you're listening to the feedback. Thank you. 
 
Leah Donahey: 00:20:04 Hi. My name is Leah Donahey, and I'm the Legislator Director of 
 
Alaska Wilderness League. I wanted to follow-up to some questions that represent what [Gallego 00:20:12] 
asked you yesterday in a hearing that the House of Natural Resources Committee held. As you know, millions 
of Americans have been speaking out not just this year but in previous years about their opposition to any 
future logging in the Tongass National Forest, undermining the Roadless Rule. My question is during the 
scoping comment period, there was a content analysis report that came out from the Forest Service saying the 
comments were in opposition to the approach that you're moving forward with your preferred alternative. I know 
it's a suggested preferred alternative, but could you speak today or have Secretary Purdue speak as to how 
you came up with a preferred alternative that was opposite of the overwhelming comments you've received. 
 
Chris French: 00:21:00 Thanks. There's a couple things I want to put in here. One is 
 
under the Administrative Procedures Act, which we're following here, it gives wide discretion to the secretary 
about how they choose the final group. Under the National Environmental Policy Act, that provides the space 
where we disclose what the effects are and what the public input was. In this case, there's multiple ways that 
we haven't, in the public comments that we have, about 144,000 of that, about 1700 of them were unique 
comments, and the majority of those comments were in favor of keeping the status quo, keeping the roads rule 
in place of that total. 
 
Chris French: 00:21:51 If you look at the unique comments and organizations that they 
 
involve, there's different levels of support within that for different organizations. Then, you add to that input that 
we've received through cooperating agencies, the input that we received from the state through the Citizens 
Advisory Group, 
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letters that we receive outside of the comment period that came from a variety of elected officials, representing 
Southeast Alaska but also the broader state of Alaska, and then, [inaudible 00:22:23] elected officials 
throughout the continental United States, congressmen, and senators, those sorts of things. Then, there's the 
ongoing conversations where we're requesting initiate consultation that get that into this as well. All of that was 
used to inform the secretary on their final decision, at his final decision. 
 
Chris French: 00:22:51 He felt that when he looked at that level of feedback that he 
 
received and the different effects, and the preferred alternative was most responsive to what the state petition, 
the exemption asks for, and he's put it out as a preferred alternative to ask to what you think, and to get 
feedback and comments. 



 
Elizabeth Brandt: 00:23:19 Hi. My name is Elizabeth Brandt. I live in Maryland, and I am 
 
distinctly proud to have stood up for the Roadless Rule in 2002, when I lived in Sitka, and it was imperiled at 
that point, and I don't care to stand up again. Because what I really believe is the problem that we're seeing in 
this room is that you've put together a lot of work. You've made some great plans, but the person who decides 
is not in this room. I don't know how I can believe that Secretary Purdue is listening to these comments. One of 
the reasons that I feel that way is that we have with us President Joe Jackson. We have native leaders who 
can share directly with him their voices, and I just wonder would Secretary Purdue be open to having a meeting 
like that? 
 
Chris French: 00:24:13 I can't speak for Secretary Purdue and his choices. What I can 
 
say is that Secretary Purdue asked Under Secretary Hubbard to meet directly during consultation of tribes, and 
we received feedback through that process asking for similar things. That information is being brought forward 
to the secretary. 
 
Michael M.: 00:24:37 In addition to the many valuable perspectives that are 
 
presented here today, I'd like to add the perspective of American taxpayers. My name is Michael [Merridose 
00:24:45]. I represent Taxpayers for Common Sense. As you may be aware, the organization recently released 
a report stating that using Forest Service buffer data and receipts, on a cash basis accounting and adjusting for 
inflation, Forest Service has lost, 
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on average, $30 million over the last 20 fiscal years selling timber in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Michael M.: 00:25:10 After reading the DEIS, the proposed rule, the Regulatory 
 
Impact Assessment, it's very clear that the operative word is that part of the preferred alternative, the Forest 
Service would have more, quote, flexibility to plan its timber sales in order to potentially increase their economic 
visions. My question is that in FY 2018, more than 23 million more feet of timber, which was statutorily required 
to be profitable for logging companies. It was offered and did not receive a single bid. Through the Qu sale, the 
[inaudible 00:25:55] sale, and the [inaudible 00:25:57] sale, why do you need more flexibility in order to offer 
timber sales that are profitable for loggers. More recent profitable sales have not gotten any bids. 
 
Chris French: 00:26:08 Excellent. We're not saying we need more flexibility. We are 
 
responding to the petition that we've gotten from others that say that this is something that is safe, and other 
folks say there should be more flexibility. In this space, we are showing the different alternatives that do it. The 
final preferred alternative, one of the rationales for choosing it as a preferred alternative is that it creates 
greater flexibility for that piece. I want to acknowledge both pieces. We have sales across the country that we 
don't give bids on, every national forest. It's driven by market conditions. It's driven by product bases, all sorts 
of things. 
 



Chris French: 00:26:59 It really varies from year to year and place to place. It would be 
 
in appropriate to look at this and say, "What exactly on this one? Why do you need that?" It is broad across the 
agency that we're going to have certain sales that people get on and some that don't. I haven't looked at the 
complete annual report. Some of the pieces that I've seen, that would be a dialogue I'd love to have when you 
go back. The way you looked at our budget numbers versus the way we actually use some of those budget 
numbers internally, and I think you'll find maybe some differences of opinion. 
 
Michael M.: 00:27:34 Sure. Thanks. 
 
Chris French: 00:27:35 Thanks. 
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My name is [Adam Mince 00:27:40], and I'm a retired economist. I'd like to follow-up on the question that the 
Taxpayers Association just asked. I'm trying to figure out how this proposal to abolish the roadless restriction 
results in an economic benefit to be the economy of Alaska. Because one of the key things you've said about 
all six alternatives is that they don't increase the level of logging in a forest. To me, what that implies is it 
changes the characteristics of the kind of timber that will be targeted. 
 
When I read what the Oddball Society has said about logging in the Tongass in the past is historically the so-
called high grade timber has always been a timber that is targeted. The high grade timber is the old growth 
timber that is big, between 4 and 10 feet in diameter. If a timber company wants to buy in a timber sale, they're 
going to go out and buy grade first. That's been going on for seven years I understand. 
 
If you're going to keep the level of logging constant over these six alternatives, you're going to somehow still 
achieve an economic boost and yield logging activity that goes forward after you abolish the books. It must be 
because it will give you the flexibility to target the highest profit, high grade timber that has left impact. That is 
the old growth, high, the tall old growth, or it's 4 to 10 feet in diameter stand. I am speculating that that would 
be a real underlying motive here. If that is not the way that the analysis says, we're going to give a net boost, 
and economic activity, but keep the level of logging the same. How is that going to happen? 
 
 
 
Chris French: 00:29:53 Excellent. I'll ask Christine to help me here on a few of these, 
 
but yeah. The overall level of timber harvest will remain constrained by the Forest Plan inconsistently. By 
adding different areas, you can have spans that may have greater economic benefit. There could be less 
pieces that fall out and things like that. But if you look at the analysis, the real driver on the economic benefit 
was less to do with the timber side of things. It was more about the other pieces that the state petitions spoke 
to, and the input that we had. That's a part that hasn't really come out in today's meeting. The Roadless Rule 
has some exceptions for the times we can cut timber or even build roads. 
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Chris French: 00:30:51 The ability for you to do some of those activities, other than 
 
timber sales, are one of the prime reasons that folks asked us to look at this type of [inaudible 00:31:02]. It is 
perceived as any ... It creates some economic barrier, the process that we use for allowing some of those 
exceptions. What I mean by that is you're asking for us to basically access your memo right, which is allowed 
under the [inaudible 00:31:23]. We want to combine a memo right that you have. The exception is that you 
have to go through a separate analysis first that looks at how you do that. Then, you go through a subsequent 
NECO analysis that we would have to do anyway. 
 
Chris French: 00:31:35 That extra analysis adds time, cost, and burden to the folks 
 
accessing the memo [inaudible 00:31:41], as an example. And because we are managing those roadless 
characteristics we talked about, the way that we would provide you access to that may be not cost-effective in 
your view. We may be providing helicopter access, boat access, or a road access that is not the most 
[inaudible 00:32:03]. That's one example of the things that we've heard, and you'll see in the analysis that looks 
at these other cost factors beyond timber that are brought forward in the real thing. Do you want to add 
anything to that? 
 
Male Speaker: 00:32:19 [inaudible 00:32:19]. 
 
Chris French: 00:32:20 Yeah, so the other thing about it is when you think about when 
 
the Roadless Rule was written, 2001. Things have changed, and some of those exceptions are conclusive of 
some things that we have now. There's one example is geothermal energy. That wouldn't be listed as an 
exception. Whereas, hydro is but not explicitly is because it falls under another statute, and we have an 
exception there. There's these weird faces of when communities or folks that are trying to access different 
pieces, it adds a layer of process for a prohibition that doesn't allow it and is seen as an economic barrier. 
That's the piece that's really playing out [inaudible 00:33:03]. 
 
Adam Mince: 00:33:06 I'm just following up real quick. Does that mean that you can 
 
expect high grade timber stands to be targeted increasingly because of the [inaudible 00:33:17] Roadless Rule 
where there will be no effect, and they'll still be protected because they are now? 
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Chris French: 00:33:22 The overlying regulatory framework for timber harvest is the 
 
Forest Plan. The Forest Plan in 2016 sets out a transition period. It goes from old road logging to young road 
logging. Over a course of 15 years, we are supposed to transition all the logging on the Tongass from a portion 
of it being young growth and a portion of it being old growth towards it being young growth. That was why we 
revised the plan actually in 2016. This came from, at the time, the secretarial memorandum from the Secretary 
of Agriculture, Vilsack. That plan was re-written to that transition, the transition away from old road logging to 
 
second growth. That transition remains in effect, and the entire regulatory framework around that remains in 
effect. What this does do is it changes some of the suitable acres within that where you could harvest, but that 
overall transition to young growth remains in effect. 
 
Is that a yes? 
 
No, it's not. It's not a yes. In the short-term, you would be able to access different stands. Some of them may 
be more economic than others, but the question you had to me was is that going to be driving? Are you going 
to go to these stands? The overall framework doesn't change. There are existing old road stands that you 
could, on the existing framework, access them. 
 
If you look at the overall old road in the Tongass, it's a much 
 
higher number that you step down to get to this. We could go through this, and we're going to talk about how 
[inaudible 00:35:10]. I could step you through how many millions of acres of old growth there are, what's 
actually ... There's about 386,000 in the plan about [inaudible 00:35:22] now. But that's over 100 years. That's 
something we could get into a much deeper conversation. I'm not sure how we're doing on time. We got about 
a half hour left. I want to make sure we get questions in, and I want to be respectful of everybody's time. We're 
going to have a pretty hard stop here in just about a half hour. 
 
Male Speaker: 00:35:46 Right here. 
 
Chris French: 00:35:50 Or back here first. Thank you. 
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Yes. My name is Pat [Pinchel 00:35:52], and I'm from Arlington, Virginia, which is pretty far away from this 
area. I know I speak for many people who were not hearing everyone's voices on the East Coast, but I want to 
say a lot of us on the East Coast care deeply about what happens on the West Coast in these forests. We do 
not want growths in those forests. Thank you. 



 
Thank you. Thanks you. 
 
Hi. My name is Katie Riley. I'm from Sitka, Alaska. I work at the Sitka Conservation Society, and also as a 
commercial timber woman during the summer. I'm also part of a unique network in Southeast Alaska called the 
Sustainable Southeast Partnership. It's a collaborative effort between Alaska native tribes, regional Alaska 
native corporations, municipalities, community development organizations, conservation organizations, health 
consortiums, landowners such as yourself to achieve regional economic ecological and cultural prosperity. 
 
What we're hearing a lot here tonight is a lot of concerns about the Roadless Rule, and there's a broad 
perception across all of East Alaska that it's really frustrating and taking up a lot of people's energy, time, and 
investments. Speaking to the economic points that some folks have made here tonight, I would like to know 
what Forest Service is doing in Southeast to invest in visitor industry, repair, or recreation infrastructure, 
rehabilitate degraded salmon habitat, and especially invest in co-management approaches with the tribal 
governments. 
 
Thanks. I'm going to have a talk with [inaudible 00:37:35], and my role, we have a regional forester, and forest 
supervisors, and district rangers that take on specifics. I know you're aware of that. I'm not talking about 
[inaudible 00:37:45]. As an agency, there's a few things that are key that we focus on in our mission delivery 
that are part of the 2016 Forest Plan and part of management in Tongass. The first one I'll start with is our 
Watershed Condition Framework. Looking at watersheds that need to be restored, protected, or key habitats, 
fisheries habitat. 
 
 
 
Chris French: 00:38:12 If you look at the work we are doing in Alaska, there's a lot of 
 
focus where we're putting resources and money into that 
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restoration work, working through partnerships with non[shy]governmental organizations about how we do that 
work. I can't give you all the specifics. I just don't have that at my fingertips. What I can say also though is that 
on the focus on recreation, which was another piece that we filled out, as an agency, we see recreation as the 
biggest driver of either people's connection with lands that we're seeing growing, or low [inaudible 00:38:50] 
GEP jobs that are being provided to those areas. We see that kind of across the system. 
 
Chris French: 00:38:58 In our agency, one of the things that we struggled with is that as 
 
the fire situation in the West has really changed. The budget that we spend on fire has grown exponentially. 15 
years ago, 26% of our budget went to suppressing fires. Now, it's between 50 and 60%. We've seen a decline. 
Our budgets have remained stable, but we have seen a decline in other parts of our ability to deliver other parts 
of our mission. We get stable funding and recreation that I consistently see and hear that because of the fire 
piece that we're putting less and less in the field. We're relying more and more on partnerships, more and more 
on folks that are helping us do that work. It is a constant feedback that we hear that we need to do more. It's 



bringing work to us. I can't talk about the specifics in Alaska, but I can talk about it [inaudible 00:40:06]. Let's 
just do a few more. Then, we're going to break up and be in [crosstalk 00:40:09]. 
 
I would just like to follow up by saying that there's a lot of support for the work that you're doing in Southeast 
Alaska on these really important initiatives, and we look forward to your continued investment in them, and 
working with you to make sure that those objectives are accomplished. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Thank you. I'll defer to Mr. Joe Jackson, if that's okay. 
 
I think I'll stand up, getting too sore here. I'll turnaround, [inaudible 00:40:44]. 
 
[inaudible 00:40:46]. 
 
 
 
Page 22 of 32 
 
 
 
Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service 
 
 
 
Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS  
 Washington, DC 
 
November 14, 2019 
 
Joel Jackson: 00:40:49 As you all know, we drive a long ways to come down here 
 
because it's so important to our communities on the protecting our home lands that our ancestors have spent 
over 10,000 years. The stories I've heard growing is that we've always been on those lands. We are the people 
with land. When this thing came up again, Secretary Purdue came up to Alaska, he visited Prince of Wales 
island. He met with logging and mill operators there on Prince of Wales Island. We had to learn about it through 
social media. As being tribes of Alaska, we felt very disrespected that he came upon our land without 
announcing himself to the tribes of the Tongass. Very disrespectful to not even say, "I'm here in Alaska. I would 
like to meet with you to get your opinion." 
 
Joel Jackson: 00:42:25 That's when I knew where this thing was going. I just had lack of 
 
respect for the people of that land, our land. The Forest Service gave us lip service all the time over almost a 
year. I'm done. I tried to be respectful. I tried to be nice. That's got to come to an end. You can only push 
people so far. It's my duty, as the Tribal President, to protect my people, to speak up for. A lot of people don't 
like that, but I don't care. I don't care. Enough is enough. That's what our old people used to tell us, and that's 
where we're at now. I'd like express my thanks for you for coming and letting me speak, but you can pass that 
message on to Sonny Purdue. We did it for safety. Others are barely coming upon our lands, and not 
announcing himself. Very disrespectful to the native people. That should never happen, never. If you want to 
come to our lands and provide meaningful consultation, have him come. Have him come. Thank you. 
 
Joel Jackson: 00:44:53 Hey, so I'm just going to add onto the subject of economic 
 
benefits as this that we're going to come along with the changes to this, ostensibly, is that in this conversation, I 
think to myself, and I think a lot of people would agree that the discussion about alleged economic benefits is 
dangerously short-sighted. I want to say that in terms of, we're talking about what the overwhelming consensus 
is of about the importance of these trees at sequestering carbon, and just like the evidence is undeniable about 
the effects of ... the effects [inaudible 00:45:38] and worse. They give like economic benefits like ... The 



argument, and I realize there's a lot of things, I would agree, that is not being adamantly counterbalanced with, 
in the new future, the fact those the short-term benefits are going to be 
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vastly outweighed of economic and by non-economic 
 
qualifications is not at all the justification. I think that ... I just wanted to say that in the long run, we looked at 
and saying what were we thinking, what, I can't believe they think that ... Yeah. 
 
Chris French: 00:46:13 Thank you. 
 
Hillary: 00:46:23 Hi. My name is Hillary, and I cannot possibly mimic all the 
 
brilliant comments that I think I've heard here today. First, I'd like to say thank you to the many representatives 
that we have here. I know I've taken similar trips from Alaska to here, and I know that it's not a short journey 
whatsoever. I believe that's really important to hear your voices, especially people from the lower 48. You might 
not know about that. Thank you all for being here and speaking here today. I would like to just, for a second, 
refresh all of our memories of what the mission is of the Forest Service, just to really [inaudible 00:47:09]. To 
sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's forest and grassland to meet the needs of the 
present and future generations. It's motto is caring for the land and serving people. Really quickly, with that 
mission statement, I just [inaudible 00:47:27] potentially will memorize. I'd just like to touch on a few things. 
 
Hillary: 00:47:33 First of all, I hope that you feel that the Forest Service is 
 
respecting the future needs and generations, and the present needs of the native people. Because I think it 
was very eloquently discussed much better than I could ever do, long before there was the Forest Service, long 
before there was national parks, long before there was even Alaska being a state, which only happened in 
1939. These people were living on those lands. I think the United States has had a very long history of taking 
advantage of natives, especially Native Americans. 
 
Hillary: 00:48:10 I think most of us in this room would consider maybe that time 
 
should be passed down, and maybe we should be respecting, listening, and going to those places, and hearing 
their voices, and giving them better representation, which they deserved since the creation of the United 
States. Just knowing a little bit about these islands and all that stuff, I really hope but I'm sad to hear that when 
the secretary came, he didn't necessarily meet 
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with the native peoples. Maybe I just heard that. Because I feel like that's probably the most important voices 
that you've heard. I know it's difficult to get to some of those areas, so a lot of stuff. There's Alaska. You 
obviously can only get on a flight plane, or on a little tiny boat. It's [inaudible 00:49:05], and it might be cold. 
Especially right now. 
 
Hillary: 00:49:08 But I still feel like that we need to make sure that the Forest 
 
Service is coming to meet those people. Not those people flying down here to meet me, or wherever they need 
to go, to meet the foresters to talk about their land. That's ridiculous to me. The Forest Service is here to help 
people. But it's here to, as we said, go back to the mission statement. [inaudible 00:49:34]. Health, diversity, 
productivity of the nation's forests to meet the needs of present and future generations, caring for the land and 
serving people. I feel like serving people is you guys going out to these native villages and going door-to-door, 
not coming here to DC. Although, it's lovely, and I'm glad that we've had this forum. 
 
Hillary: 00:49:56 Secondly, and I would just like to take a minute to discuss the 
 
salmon, just hedge on that for a little bit. I appreciate that we had some salmon representatives. I agree that 
trees are more important, but I was working as a salmon fishermen this past summer. I looked at all of the 
numbers from when my fishery started sustainable fishing in 1991. You can definitely see that there is a 
decrease in the salmon numbers. I've seen it for myself. I ran the numbers myself. If I see that, on the other 
side of Alaska, I will say, what do we possibly see in a native forest, in these native villages. It probably looks 
completely even more devastated than the number two forest right in the world, where I was living, inland. I feel 
like I saw just a tiny corner of what the actual reality is. 
 
Hillary: 00:50:54 Then, finally, I just want to re-emphasize how important I feel 
 
like ecotourism is to Southeast Alaska especially. I think we all know about the cruise lines that go from 
Ketchikan, et cetera. I have to say that lots of people, their dream, that I've met, they used to go to Alaska. 
When you go to Alaska, what you find is a lot of old people from the lower 48. Why do you find old people from 
the lower 48? Because Alaska is expensive. When you talk to these people, they say, my dream my whole life 
has been to go to Alaska, but I was never able to afford it. When they go, 
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there's all these cruise ships, which I'm sure help the local economy. 
 
Hillary: 00:51:36 But I really feel that if you go on a cruise ship and you spend 
 



$6,000 on a ticket, and then you get there, and there's a lot at the station, what does that say? Are you opening 
up their land? Who are you opening up their lands for? It doesn't make sense to me. I especially wanted to say 
this because I had the opportunity to sail on a 32 foot boat from Port Angeles, Washington up to Ketchikan to 
Petersburg, and then up to Juneau. I saw those lands firsthand. This was three years ago. I went places where 
I thought no one had ever seen before, which is not true. But that's how you felt, and I felt such a great 
connection to the forest. I can't imagine being there when logging roads are being open. It completely boggles 
my mind, and it's sad, I think. 
 
Hillary: 00:52:32 I don't have a question. I just wanted to make a comment and 
 
make a personal statement about how I felt about it, and I hope that the natives know at least that there is a lot 
of support in the lower 48. It might be few and far between and not everyone, obviously, is here at this forum. 
But you do have support, and you do have people that have your back and are listening to you and feel terrible 
about how Native Americans have been treated for the entire history of the United States. Thank you very 
much, especially, you all for being here today. I 
 
appreciate it. Thank you. 
 
[inaudible 00:53:15]. 
 
Thank you for the comment. I'll just share a couple of things. We get a variety of things. What it means before 
this, what it means now in communities, and we've held hearings. We have ongoing consultation that's been 
going on for quite a while, and we've offered a cooperating agency status. What I want to be clear about is 
what I've heard through this last process from those folks. Because your concern is are you going at this. We 
did go to [inaudible 00:53:59]. We did go to those communities and not just [inaudible 00:54:04]. 
 
What I've clearly heard for many years is that some of that didn't work well and that the final preferred 
alternative that 
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came out feels like the work that they did do with us leading up to that wasn't heard. I've heard that very loud 
and clear. But I want to be clear that there's been a lot that we've done to get those voices into this. That's very 
important to us in our practice as an agency that I take very seriously. It isn't me. Many of the leaders meet, 
and that this preferred alternative went out doesn't feel like they were heard. 
 
Chris French: 00:54:55 On the ecotourism piece, absolutely correct. We spend a lot of 
 
time actually talking with, working with, and understanding how those other guys in cruise ships, not just the big 
ones but the small ones, on a cruise, things like that, where they're going, what's important, and how this will 
affect you. If we look at some of the maps, we see how those things were taken into consideration. I've also 
heard from some of them, as well as some of the fishermen that that work they did that they don't necessarily 
get booked, and I understand. I appreciate the comment. We're going to finish up here. Is there anyone that 
wanted to speak that hasn't? Can I, I think ... 
 
Marina Anderson: 00:55:45 I actually was given the microphone, so I would appreciate this 



 
time because I have traveled across the entire country, missed my entire hunting season, missed my salmon 
season, missed my various season. First of all, is this being reported, as publicly for the secretary? Yes or no? 
No. Okay. I have the recording. I'll send it to you. Second of all, while we're in this, I would like to let everybody 
know here that the United States Forest Service has burnt down our villages, to show that there was no 
 
evidence of indigenous people in our area. We're still trying to get those areas back, so that's for the record. 
 
Marina Anderson: 00:56:25 Also, I would like to inform everybody that the under secretary, 
 
himself, said that the process of the DEIS did not go the way it should, and that's from the under secretary, 
himself. I'm trying to be quick here. Unfortunately, you've limited my time, and I don't know what I'm going to do 
with the rest of my evening because I can't go hunting or fishing. Another question, yes or no. Is it required to 
clean up slash in the state of Alaska? 
 
Chris French: 00:56:52 I don't know. 
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Marina Anderson: 00:56:53 It's not required to cleanup slash in the state of Alaska? How 
 
long after a clearcut project is done does the Forest Service water by the boat? 
 
Chris French: 00:57:03 I could certainly get people that could answer that specifically, 
 
but I don't know the answer to that. 
 
Marina Anderson: 00:57:08 It's right away. It's right after the project just finished. I know 
 
firsthand. When this happens, these roads are put in place. Clearcut lobbying takes place. Mining claims have 
easier access. In the meantime, our forest is devastated and all of these trees are dropped. My uncle quit his 
job logging because they had logged over five acres, and they kept 10 trees. The rest are still laying there 
today. I can walk across every single one of those logs because they haven't been laying long enough to turn 
into nurse logs. With that, we have had two of the hottest summers on record, so hot that I'm considering 
moving down to Antarctica or Washington DC if it's going to keep it this cold. 
 
With that, fire is a hazard, and I am worried about fires. But the fact that these roads are going to have access 
for fire is absolutely ridiculous because they're water guard. I know firsthand how dangerous these water guard 
roads are. If you're not familiar with a water guard, a water guard is a trench that goes through the road. We 
still use these roads because these roads have been put in place to clearcut the forest, and we have to get 
through the clearcut forest to get to the old growth forest. 
 
We'll drive our cars and our four-wheelers through six foot water bars or up on banks, and we'll flip our cars. 
Some of us slide, and some of us get hurt. There's not much law enforcement or any medical. There's no 
hospital on the island or anything, but it's okay. We know how to put on a good funeral. Yes or no? Does it 



concern you that in some of the hottest summers, or even have you on record, there is dead dry wood with no 
access for fire to get to it, for fire safety to get to it? Does it concern you? 
 
Of course. 
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Marina Anderson: 00:58:57 
Chris French: 00:59:15 
Elizabeth Higgins: 00:59:25 
 
 
 
Elizabeth Higgins: 01:00:22 
Chris French: 01:00:47 
Elizabeth Higgins: 01:01:15 
 
 
 
Thank you. I appreciate your time. Again, I would offer, I know that this is very hard for you. I do respect you. I 
know this is very hard for you. You wear the badge. This is your job, but you're welcome to quit your job 
anytime. You're welcome to come to the stand. We'll take care of you. You don't have to wear those pinchy 
office clothes. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Hello. Thank you for taking another comment before you have to end here today. My name is Elizabeth 
Higgins. I'm lucky enough to get to live as a guest on the indigenous lands that the United States government 
calls Juneau, Alaska. I'm not from Juneau, Alaska, but I was lucky enough to get the chance to start to working 
out of Sitka on fishing boats in 2005 when I was in college. I love the Tongass sports and salmon fishery. 
There's so much that I worked really hard to be able to find ways to get a job and be able to move to Juneau 
permanently starting in 2012. Salmon is life in Alaska. But Tongass is the best place in Alaska as everyone 
from Southeast knows because of the rainforest that it's unique. It's amazing. Just the thought of seeing it go 
away just breaks my heart. But I'm just one person, and I have a question that I'd like to being back into this 
conversation you heard in Juneau on November 4th. 
 
I have not read the entire DEIS. But someone there peaked my interest because she asked is it ... She said 
that she couldn't find anywhere in your DEIS where you considered a basic species from new roads and any 
new travel on the lands, and that's been a huge issue down south. Is there anything in DEIS about endangered 
species and the risks? 
 
I don't know at this point. Here's what I'd say. If we're missing it and it's not there, and that's a common thing to 
give us. I mean, when we put out a proposal like this, we've done our best. But we know that people may 



disagree with our analysis [inaudible 01:01:08] to collisions that we may have analyzed some things that you 
didn't think we should have, or maybe gaps. That would be a good thing to point out in this [inaudible 01:01:15]. 
 
Thank you for that. I think you've answered my second question, which is no work has been done on that 
between 
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November 4th and now. Are you guys waiting to do updates until after the end of the comment group? 
 
Yeah. Yeah, after the end of the comment period and other input that we get. Frankly, we've been kind of going 
from community to community talking. 
 
Thank you, again, for your time. I'm not sure if everyone would agree with this, but I think one small step you 
can make is that the rest of your meetings, you might consider taking indigenous comments first. Thank you. 
 
[inaudible 01:01:47]. 
 
I have one very quick question [inaudible 01:01:52]. Did the meeting between Governor Dunleavy and 
President Trump on June 27th influence the decision to make a full exemption your preferred alternative? 
 
I don't have firsthand knowledge of that. I know the secretary talks to the president, and I know what's been 
reported in Washington DC. 
 
Then, the other question is why are there no meetings scheduled in the lower 48 besides this one when these 
are public lands that all America is clearly interested in protecting? 
 
Thank you. We, if you look at our other statewide, our state rules rule-making, we're following a very similar 
process where we focus most of our public meetings in those local areas is consistent with the way we 
approach most of our rule-makings. We're following the same process we do at the beginning of this. Any last 
questions? Then, I think we're going to go ahead and thank you for your time tonight. 
 
I need to get the last word.  
 It's okay. 
 
[inaudible 01:02:52] me. Your slideshow, there's a slide in there that one with the matrix where you say, 
"There's no impacts." Like there's no distinction between any of the different 
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alternatives. That slide is infuriating. It was all I could do not to chime in and interrupt you. Mr. Finch, one of the 
things that you were saying is no big deal here because we have the Forest Plan. The Forest Plan has 
everything that we need, and it's a backstop. But you can amend the Forest Plan. You just change it. Why are 
we glossing that over? Yeah, you're getting rid of the Roadless Rule, but you do a logging project, you get 
public comment, change the plan, and then, boom. Logging projects happen just like that, so why are we 
glossing over the fact that you can just choose the Forest Plan? 
 
Chris French: 01:03:45 Thanks. I'm not. In fact, amending and changing the Forest Plan 
 
and revising it is a very long process. You can revise and change a rule, which is what's happening here. You 
can revise and change a plan. If you look at the process that we have for changing plans, it's guided by another 
one, the 2012 Planning Rule. That rules states that it should be a three to four year process. It takes us much 
longer most times. You look at our record of plans we've revised. Most of our plans stay in place for more than 
20 years, and it takes us a way long time to actually these. There is massive amounts of public comment, 
collaboration, and engagement that occurs in that process. That rule was founded on the idea that at all stages 
whether you're assessing what's going on in the forest, what needs to change, analyzing it, and giving the final 
sort of options, it is centered around the idea of doing that, and it handles the public, and that process going 
forward. We're not glossing over it. 
 
Speaker 21: 01:04:57 I have [inaudible 01:04:58] the end process is only going to take 
 
12 months to read through the whole Roadless Rules and plan the Tongass. 
 
Chris French: 01:05:04 I'm telling you about our Forest Planning process. Yes, 
 
administrative rules, and if it takes you [inaudible 01:05:13] amounts of time, and it's a different set of rules, like 
this. I mean, the original Roadless Rule was promulgated for 13 months in 2001, 13 months. This is more of a 
two year process. I can tell you that amending and revising a Forest Plan is a much longer process. You can 
look at any of our record on it. In fact, we get criticized on how long it takes us to do those things. I hear you. I 
get it, and I'd love to sit down and talk with you for a minute about that. But it's not just like you can change 
something like that. You just can't. Thank you for your time 
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today. I appreciate the passion. I appreciate all of you that traveled here to be here today, and I encourage you 
to comment. I encourage you to speak up about your views. Let us know what they are. I appreciate the time 
that you've spent with us today running through what happens. Thank you very much. 
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Hillary Sanders 
 
Membership and Engagement Manager, Washington Wild 
 
Thank you all, everyone so much for coming to the community public meeting to support our roadless forests. I 
want to start today by acknowledging the land that we're gathering on today. We are in Coast Salish territory 
and for me personally, I know it's been really important to be mindful of the land where I am, where I live, where 
I work, and where I come together with my community. So, I would really encourage us as we move through 
today, and every day really, that we be mindful of that and know our place or know where we are in the world 
and know that history and work and to understand it every day. 
 
Next, I want to go over some event logistics and thank you for just taking that moment with me to remember 
where we are and the significance of that. 
 
So, everyone who came in today, if you could please sign in. I think pretty much 
 
everyone did, but there's a sign in table just right outside as well as a sign up for speaking. So, if you would like 
to make a two-minute statement today, there is a signup sheet for that as well. Please feel welcome to sign up 
for that. Please also continue to help yourself to food. We have donuts, coffee, water, and then we also had an 
amazing contribution of some salmon from up in the Tongass region. So thank you so much for that. 
Restrooms are just right outside these doors in to the right and if you look at the table just right over here, that 
is our comment writing tables. So, if you would like to submit a postcard, we have postcards you can fill out and 
drop in the box as well as paper pencils and markers for writing your own comments or drawing a picture. So 
please feel free to grab those things and grab a clipboard and go and sit down and work on that. Parking 
validation just to be clear is free for three hours today but if you wants to stay longer there is a parking 
validation station just right over there by the postcard Dropbox. So please feel free to do that as you leave. So I 
would like to pass it off to the executive director of Washington wild Tom Uniack 
 
So I wanted to just welcome everybody. I see a lot of familiar faces. I see a lot of new faces. I know we have 
some folks here from as far as Alaska. I wanted to introduce our first speaker here and recognize this awesome 
space. It is cool to have this event here. 
 
 
 
REI. REI is a company that has supported public lands and roadless areas over the last 20 years, whether 
through conservation Alliance or whether as a company. So, it is really appropriate to have this public meeting 
here. I'm going to interview Mark Berejka who is the Director of Government Affairs at REI and is also the Chair 
of the REI foundation. 



 
Marc Berejka 
 
Director of Government Affairs, REI 
 
Thanks Tom. And thanks folks for dedicating some of your Saturday to not just coming to the co-op but coming 
here to discuss an important subject. And if you're a member, I really appreciate your membership. This is 
your, this is your room, this is your space. And as Tom said, we're very proud of our heritage of supporting 
conservation. And so, your continued membership allows us to do things like what we're doing today. It's a 
privilege and honor to pause and welcome our keynote presenter and our special guest Senator Maria 
Cantwell. As all of you are very much aware, we live in interesting times. I like to sort of think of the times we 
live in as at an inflection point where life is bending either one way or the other, either upward or downward. 
 
And there are many things that put us in that inflection mode, the state of our democracy, the state of civility, 
and obviously the state of our planet, of our environment. And as Washingtonians we couldn't be luckier than to 
have a leader in the Senate, Maria Cantwell, who's got her hands firmly on that collective steering wheel of the 
ship of state. And she has got a tenacious grip, and working with her over the course of years, I know that she 
is constantly pulling on that steering wheel and bending it towards environmental protection, bending it towards, 
environmental justice and the things that we care for so deeply. In particular she's been a tenacious defender 
of the Tongass, which we'll talk about more. But you know, one of the things also about steering the ship of 
state, if you will, is every now and then to accommodate the waves and the currents you give a little bit and 
then turn back. 
 
She's also a tremendous deal maker, a tremendous producer of output legislatively. And nothing could be more 
emblematic of that than the fact that she and Lisa Murkowski who might not agree on this particular issue 
today, they were dogging champions of a landmark public lands package that passed just earlier this year and 
that was signed into law by president Trump. It includes things like a national heritage area for the mountains to 
sound Greenway just here down the road and over the mountains as well as permanent authorization of the 
land and water conservation fund. And so, while simultaneously gripping that steering wheel on the ship of 
state really hard and pushing it towards the things we care about, it's wonderful to also have somebody who 
knows when to jostle them, just ever so slightly to get work done. So, without any further ado, it's an honor for 
REI co-op to welcome Senator Cantwell here. Thank you. 
 
The Honorable Maria Cantwell  
 U.S. Senator (D-WA) 
 
 
 
You could have gotten me here today to just by saying it's the half yearly, sale or whatever, whatever it is or 
anything. Actually, I could've just gotten me down to REI, but thank you so much for hosting us and thanks for 
having this room so we can have community and talk about what's important. And I want to thank Tom as well. 
Thank you for helping to put this together and for everybody for just showing up. I want to thank you from the 
bottom of my heart for caring about preserving such a special place on this planet and the fact that you're here 
today. I know you're going to give Testament to this in so many other places besides here today and that's 
what we need to be successful. I guarantee you in the future you can change a law, but you cannot change this 
if it's disturbed. 
 
And that's what we're fighting for. So it's an honor to be here today and to talk about the roadless rule at large 
and how it applies to the Tongass specifically. You know, I came to the United States Senate in the year 2000 
and was actually sworn in in 2001 and one of my first duties was to go before the judiciary sit on the judiciary 
committee for the uh, then uh, nominated attorney general John Ashcroft. And um, that was literally like my first 
week on the job. And I asked the attorney general a very important question. I said, you're going to be the 
attorney general for a new administration, but as attorney general, are you going to uphold the law of a past 
administrations administrative procedures act specifically the roadless rule? And John Ashcroft said "well, if it is 
the force of law, I will uphold it." 
 
And you know, we didn't really like that question because as now I've come to know quite well, if you have an 
administrative law from a previous administration, it is good for so many days into the next administration 
unless you overturn it. Now we've been able to stop a couple of bad policies that way. On the democratic side 



of the aisle. And now we have to work hard every single day at stopping bad ideas. But as the Bush 
administration got underway, we saw that every Friday afternoon they would just by executive order roll back 
rules and say they didn't apply and we heard rumor that they were going to do the same for the Clinton 
roadless area rule. So we had a little Ted OD Ted with the attorney general and we said, do you remember this 
discussion? Do you remember your testimony? Because you clearly said you would uphold the law if in fact it 
was the law and by that time it was the law and if you're not going to do it, you are basically going back on your 
own sworn testimony before the United States Senate. So guess what, there was no Friday afternoon support. 
Surprise in the Clinton rule stayed. So the good news is and why we're here today is because the roadless rule 
has been a fight every step of the way. It's common sense. Let me tell you, it is so common sense. All the rule 
is rule says is if you have parts of the forest where you don't have roads now or don't make sense to have 
roads, why go build roads? That's all it says and when you have other parts of our fours that definitely have 
roads that need repair or need 
 
improvement, the fact that we would go spend money in other areas that don't make economic sense is just a 
really horrific idea. It's not good for the taxpayers. So we've been successful with the roadless rule and getting 
it implemented and keeping the 
 
 
 
roadless rule, but now we have administration who wants to roll it back as it relates to literally, literally what is 
the crown jewel of our forest land, I would say across the globe and that is why today we're holding this hearing 
because they're not listening. 
 
They won't give us an official hearing to discuss this policy and this issue. So we're having a hearing right here 
today in Seattle, Washington, and we're going to hear from people, we're going to hear from fishermen in 
Alaska who are going to tell us about why the importance of these waters and the Tongass are so important to 
salmon. We're going to hear from other people, give testimony about why these forests are so important to our 
climate and to our ecosystem at large. And I'm sure we're going to hear from Alaskans who are here, here in 
Seattle to make sure their voice is heard on this issue. So I just want you to know that I so, so appreciate. I've 
never even been to the Tongass. Okay. But as Barbara boxer said one day, this is another battle. You know, 
people have very deceptive battles. 
 
We were fighting to preserve the Arctic wildlife refuge and a very famous photographer, basically had taken 
pictures of the Tongass and even though they were supposed to be at a national museum, somebody had 
stuffed him in the basement of the museum because they didn't want anybody to see how beautiful. And 
Barbara boxer took to the floor and started yelling about the fact that these pictures had been shoved into the 
basement. And somebody said to her, well, have you ever been to the Arctic? And she said, no, but I never 
been to the Grand Canyon either. But I can tell you this, I'm darn glad we've preserved it. 
 
What we see here is the immense beauty of the Tongass that not everybody gets to go enjoy every day, but I 
guarantee you is a crown jewel of our forests. And that is why it is so important to preserve. So what is really 
now an end run attempt? I just want to say a few things about the process because trust me, it's like so many 
other things from this administration, short on morals and very long on trying to circumvent what is illegal. For 
example, in the Clinton era, there were so many hearings. We had 600 public meetings and 45 public meetings 
in the state of Washington alone on the original roadless rule. So it was discussed. People had ideas about 
what was going to happen. Now I have a suspicion that somebody landed on a tarmac in Alaska and cooked 
up this idea and now we're sitting here demanding that the critical issues of water and salmon and carbon all 
get addressed instead of like leaving this to a last minute decision by the administration. 
 
I know that people here will talk as our fishermen are here, that a full quarter of West coast salmon catches 
come from the waters of the Tongass, that's 50 million salmon. This is clearly a land that we rely on in Puget 
Sound and throughout this area and we deserve to have people understand that in the future, our preservation 
of this is about livelihood for the future. Now I can thank you for mentioning Mark about the land and water 
conservation fund, a bill that Scoop Jackson had authored in the 60s and then basically expired and we got 
permanently reauthorized. Why? Because we need to have open space. We need to have open space for lots 
of reasons. It can be hunting, it can be 
 
 
 



fishing, it can be recreating, it can be spiritual. You know, people always say Washington might be one of the 
least church going populations in the nation. And I say not if you count the outdoors, I guarantee you we are 
the most church going population. 
 
So we're here today to say that America's largest forest and the world's largest 
 
remaining intact, temperate rain forest because of its beauty and abundance for clean water, carbon 
sequestration, unmatched recreational and tourism activity opportunities, wildlife and habitat is an economic 
resource for the future too. And just like land and water conservation fund, you'll see that the outdoor economy 
and the value of the outdoor economy and what we get from fishing and recreating and clean water and carbon 
sequestration is way more valuable than harvesting a few trees from this area. We're going to make this point 
loud and clear. Thank you for being here today. Thank you for giving me a chance to express my voice on such 
an important policy. And by God, you know we have a saying in Washington, environmentalist make great 
ancestors. I guarantee you the world will thank the people in this room if we can save the Tongass for us. 
 
Thank you very much. 
 
Joel Brady-Power & Tele Aadsen  
 Commercial Fishermen- Alaska 
 
I seek silence, find solace in seclusion, but illusions of isolation can cloud judgment create separation where 
there is none. And so I can sit on this river. Watch it wriggle and wind its way down from snowcap peaks, 
glaciers through old growth forest and Muskegon. Watch its current spill out into fjords, sweep across bays and 
dissolve the ocean. I can lose myself in a Ravens song. The winds whisper the waters kiss. I can disappear 
into this wilderness and I can pretend this moment, this place, this piece is separate, is safe. Is eternal. I can 
pretend the minds upstream won't keep coming. I can pretend the timber won't keep falling. I can pretend my 
fishery won't be affected. From my perch I can't see big Buddhists or the hauling trucks. I can't smell the 
exhaust. I can't hear the primal scream of the chainsaw. I can't taste the bitterness of defeat, but my bones 
know a storm is brewing. 
 
I can tell myself that people will continue to care, that their attention and passion won't succumb to distraction 
and dissolution. I can tell myself the world cares about wild spaces. I can tell myself we will learn from the 
carelessness of our greed. I can stand here on this Rocky shore. Listen to the ripple and roar of salmon surging 
upstream. As the shadows grow long, I can feel the sunsets warm, caress on my face and embrace the beauty 
and serenity of this moment. I can ignore the dark clouds on the horizon and I can pretend that just being 
present is enough. But if I'm not willing to leave my tears in this river and pull myself from this reverie, if I'm not 
willing to scream my lungs into this pin, set fire to this page and rise from the ashes of apathy to action. If I'm 
not willing to stand and fight for this river, for the salmon for my own life, then the strength of my conviction 
triples to complicity. Lost in the sound of my silence. 
 
 
 
My name is Tele. My partner Joel Brady Power and I are both second generation Southeast Alaskan 
commercial fishermen, salmon shoulders. We are Washington residents and we're co-owners of the fishing 
vessel NERCA and NERCA sea frozen salmon. We are two of thousands of people who engage in a seasonal 
Washington to Alaska migration with commercial fisheries, tourism and recreation, supporting the economies of 
both States. As children, the Tongass was our playground. As adults, it's our livelihood, our source of refuge 
and inspiration. Its stewardship is our responsibility. Intact, the Tongass is America's salmon forest, 
irreplaceable habitat for all living creatures, a nature-based counter to climate change. We support the no 
action amendment and the maintenance of the roadless rule in the Tongass National Forest. And we thank you 
for joining us in that 
 
Dennis Tuzinivich 
 
Environmental Coordinator, Patagonia 
 
My name is Dennis and I am the Environmental Coordinator for Patagonia. Thanks to Washington Wild for 
having us and allowing us to give testimony today. At Patagonia, protection and preservation of the 
environment isn't what we do after hours. It's the reason we're in business and it's every day's work. We believe 



that the environmental crisis has reached a critical tipping point without commitments to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions, defend clean water, and air and divest from extractive industries that harm our public lands and 
waters humankind as a whole will destroy our planet's ability to repair itself. We aim to reduce, to use the 
resources we have to do something about it. That's the skewed parodies which elevate industrial concerns or 
public sentiment and environmental health are not only on display all over the country, but nowhere more than 
Alaska. 
 
Spread across a 500 mile long coastal archipelago, the Tongass is one of the last intact temperate rainforests 
in the world. Existing roadless restrictions have been in place for two decades and were celebrated as a 
bipartisan effort, but we continue to pursue to clear cut trees, catch too many fish, spray too many chemicals 
and extract and burn too many non-renewable fuels. We diminish the roaming area for wolves and Grizzlies, 
warm the seas to temperatures hostile to humpback whales, and destroy habitat for songbirds. We put at risk 
the beauty and diversity of the world and endanger our own lives. Businesses have a critical role to play in 
protecting the natural systems for which we benefit. This goes hand in hand with creating jobs, building more 
local communities, and improving health and prosperity for all. Today, we are here to lend our voice and speak 
loudly for the preservation of the roadless Tongass national forest, which is not only one of the greatest gifts we 
can leave for future generations, is also a critical step toward tackling the climate crisis head on before it's too 
late. Thank you. 
 
Rick Hegdahl 
 
Pacific Northwest Director, Vet Voice 
 
 
 
Thank you all for being here today. Thank you, Senator Cantwell especially for coming to speak to the people 
here. My name is Rick Hegdahl. I am an Iraq war veteran. I retired after 24 years in the Navy. I'm also the 
Pacific Northwest director for the Vet Voice Foundation. The Vet Voice Foundation mobilizes veterans to 
become leaders in our nation's democracy through participation in the civic process and the opportunity to 
continue serving their communities by finding a new mission in domestic and foreign policy campaigns. Those 
who serve our country, fought to preserve the American freedoms and lifestyles, almost nothing better 
encapsulates these ideals than the wild spaces and ecologically rich lands that have changed little since our 
country's founding. The 2001 National Forest Roadless Rule protected nearly 60 million acres of our last 
remaining old growth forests, intact watersheds and wild rivers. These are quintessential American landscapes. 
 
For many veterans who've returned from deployments marked by desperation and violent conflict, nature and 
wildlife can be a critical source of strength and healing. That's one reason why Vet Voice Foundation upholds 
the roadless area protections, whether they be in Alaska Tongass National Forest or right here in Washington 
state. The ability to connect with our public lands like roadless areas is essential to the American experience 
and provide important values to veterans. Like so many Americans, veterans count on our national forests, 
roadless areas for fishing, hiking, camping, and hunting. Some veterans turn to the outdoors to heal from the 
trauma of war and renew bonds with family members after long deployments. Protecting these lands is one 
way that American can give back to its heroes who have paid such a high price for our freedoms. Our parents 
and grandparents made it possible for Americans to enjoy such a strong outdoor heritage. We must continue to 
protect our roadless forests so we can pass this heritage down to our children and grandchildren. Veterans 
place a great deal of value in being outdoors and believe that we need to protect national forest roadless areas 
because they provide families with opportunities to be more active and enjoy the outdoors as an alternative to 
watching TV, playing video games or spending time online. Thank you very much. 
 
Sara Nelson 
 
Co-Owner, Fremont Brewing 
 
My name is Sarah Nelson and my husband and I own Fremont brewing, which was founded in 2009 here in 
Seattle. First of all, thank you Washington Wild for convening this meeting and thank you. Thank you REI for 
hosting this. But most of all, most of all thank you Senator Cantwell for all of your support for craft beer. No, it's, 
it's really true. She has, she has helped establish a more level playing field between craft beer and corporate 
beer, more importantly, thank you so much for your work on the environment, land, and water conservation 
 



 
 
I'm on the board of the Brewers Association, which represents 6,000 craft breweries across the country. And 
we always say, no water, no beer. And so obviously protecting clean water is an imperative for my industry. It's 
important for my business, my industry to come out and support the roadless rule and oppose any weakening 
of that in Alaska or anywhere else. So I was invited here to make that really direct economic link because that's 
what lawmakers need to hear. 
 
So here I am representing 6,000 craft breweries, which create a lot of jobs. No water, no beer, no forest, no 
fauna, no flora, no fungi. And it's bigger than beer. It's bigger than my industry and it's about nature. Thank you 
very much. 
 
Brad Throssel 
 
Chair, WA Council of Trout Unlimited 
 
I want to thank Tom for inviting me to speak here today. My name is Brad Throssel and I'm with Trout 
Unlimited. Those of you who don't know what Trout Unlimited is, we're a national organization. We have our 
headquarters in Washington D C we're also a state organization. We do advocacy in Olympia for fish and cold, 
clean, clear water, and we're also a local organization. We have 15 chapters throughout the state and those 
folks work on projects in their areas. I was talking to our representative on the ground up in Alaska yesterday 
and he made it very clear to me. He said, this is not a political issue as far as those folks are concerned there. 
We're not talking R's and D's. We're talking to people who make their living out of being up there. They guide, 
they take tourists out, they do all kinds of things and that's the lifestyle they've chosen. And that's the lifestyle 
they want to keep. And they don't need roads to do that. In fact, they don't want roads. They know that salmon 
runs are important. They know that wild animals are in charge. 
 
If you backpack, you know, you go into an area like this and you're a visitor there, right? It's only what you can 
put on your back and then you have to leave. You have to go back out while the animals can stay there forever. 
And I, like the Senator, have never been to the Tongass, but I found out about two months ago that I'm going to 
be a grandfather and I would really like for my grandchild to be able to go to the Tongass and hike someplace 
that I couldn't go. Thank you. 
 
Heather Bauscher 
 
Tongass Community Organizer, Sitka Conservation Society 
 
My name is Heather Bauscher. I'm the Tongass Community Organizer for the Sitka Conservation Society. I 
travel all over Southeast Alaska in all the rural communities, working on fish habitat issues and working on the 
Tongass issue right now. I want to acknowledge the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people that have cared for 
the land since time immemorial and we're so grateful for that. Not only am I a community organizer, I also crew 
on fishing boats and actually I do a lot of my outreach either on fishing boats 
 
 
 
while I'm crewing or using those methods to get around because we don't have a lot of roads. We travel by 
water. That's how we do it is by boat up there. 
 
So, I wanted to say that's salmon is the lifeblood of Southeast Alaska. It is the thing that unites us across the 
Southeast, that unites us across Alaska and it connects us all across the Pacific Northwest. We are all salmon 
people and we all need to stand together right now. The story that the roadless rule impeeds economic 
development is a flat out lie. And this process is a sham. There are provisions for road building for hydro. We 
did it in Sitka. We can have corridors between communities, even infrastructure, even mining. Greens Creek 
mine is in a roadless area. This isn't about the roads at all, and these roads aren't gonna help us. It's about 
what is protected by these areas that are roadless. So 55% of the Tongass is roadless and that is our 
remaining stands of old growth and our most important salmon watersheds. And these trees are far more 
valuable kept for salmon production, than for being cut for short term gain and shipped overseas. So thank you 
to Senator Cantwell for your leadership because we are not getting the help we need from our congressional 
delegation in Alaska or our governor for that matter. And they're all working against us right now. So we are 



getting more help from you down here. And it is so great to see so many people here in Seattle that care about 
this. They're not listening to us and there's only so many of us and the full exemption does not reflect what they 
told us at the beginning of this whole process. And it's not what we need for the future of people in Southeast 
Alaska. So we need all the help that we can get. And the hope and the inspiration I see is how folks have been 
coming together all across the region, all across the state, all across the country, the Pacific Northwest on this. 
And we need more people to speak up because there's not enough of us on our own in Southeast. So thank 
you everyone for being here together. Thank you for talking to more people about this issue so they realize 
what's at stake. And we are so grateful to see so much love and support here. Thank you. 
 
Rev. Roberta Rominger 
 
Pastor, Congregational Church of Mercer Island 
 
I'm Roberta Rominger. I'm the pastor of the Congregational Church on Mercer Island. Just want to say three 
simple things. The first is watching these photos is a powerful experience, right? And if you're actually there in 
those places and seeing those things with your own eyes and feeling the cold air- it's a powerful thing. I feel a 
fierce love and I just wanted to name that in the context of all sort of legal and other things that we're saying 
just to name that love. Because to me, that's what I know of God. That love is where it connects for me, and I 
feel we've got to protect it. We have to do this. I again would like to name that as God's hand on our shoulders 
or maybe it's God's kick up our backside, but we've got to do it. 
 
That's what I know of what it means to be called by God to do something. And what people like me always 
stand up and say at occasions like this is that it's right for us to 
 
 
 
care for creation because it doesn't belong to us. We are stewards, we are caretakers. I wanted to 
acknowledge that we haven't always said that, that religious tradition has a lot to answer for because we used 
to say, "here, God made this for you. Go do what you want with it. It's all for you." We've woken up. It's not how 
people of faith look at things anymore and the responsibility on behalf of that fierce love and in response to that 
deep calling we gotta save this. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Tom Vogl 
 
CEO, The Mountaineers 
 
Good afternoon everyone. My name is Tom Vogl. I'm the CEO of The Mountaineers. I was thinking about 
Helen Engle, who as some of you know, passed away earlier this year. She was a Mountaineer and she was 
one of the best on the most powerful environmentalists in the history of our great state. She passed after 93 
years. And I was thinking about what would Helen say if she were here today? And I think it's safe to say, those 
who even know Helen, she'd be outranged. She'd be absolutely outraged. And one of the things that I've 
always appreciated about Helen is that she saw the near-term issues, and in this case it's the Tongass. It's an 
issue that is worth fighting for the recreational value, the, the impact on salmon, the impact on clean waters, the 
carbon that is sequestered. Those are all really important things for us. 
 
But the thing that I always valued about Helen is that she would take a step back and she would see the 
broader context. And the broader context here is pretty outrageous. The Tongass is 17 million acres, and of 
that 55% of that is roadless. Now it's about 9 million acres. To put that into perspective, 9 million acres is about 
the size of all the national forests here in the state of Washington. So could you imagine the outrage that Helen 
would have and the outrage that we should have over the 9 million acres in the Tongass that have protection 
now because of the roadless rule being attacked. We've got to fight this. So I really appreciate you being here. 
Not only to be a voice for the Tongass, but to be a voice for the attack on the climate crisis, the attack on our 
public lands in general. This is like a drip, drip, drip of toxicity by this administration. So this is not just about the 
Tongass, it's about stopping these kinds of attacks and ensuring that we're going to have our public lands that 
are going to be available not only for recreation, but for clean water, for our kids, and for salmon habitat. We've 
got to stop this. Thanks for being here. Thanks Senator Cantwell for being here and for REI hosting this event. 
 



Tom O'Keefe 
 
Pacific Northwest Stewardship Director, American Whitewater 
 
Good afternoon. My name is Tom O'Keefe. I'm that Pacific Northwest Stewardship Director for American 
whitewater. I also serve on the joint policy shop for Outdoor Alliance. Our mission is to conserve and restore 
America's whitewater rivers and to 
 
 
 
enhance opportunities to enjoy them safely. I'm also an aquatic ecologist and I did work at the University of 
Washington for several years and I managed a research program that had sites up in the Tongass National 
Forest, so it's a place I've personally spent a lot of time in as a research science scientist and also for outdoor 
recreation. American Whitewater supports alternative one, the no action alternative. We are strongly opposed 
to the preferred alternative that would upend the protections of the roadless rule for this place for the paddle 
sports community. Sea kayaking among the islands and coastline of the Tongass National Forest is truly a 
world-class way to experience the Pacific coastal temperate rainforest. While our members are whitewater 
paddlers, when flows drop in summer, many of us become sea kayakers and some of us even paddle all the 
way to Juneau from Seattle through the spectacular landscape. For recreational users, the view shed in water 
quality, the camping experience and the wildlife are all spectacular values of this place. All are protected by the 
roadless rule, and the impacts are not adequately addressed in the draft environmental impact statement. 
American Whitewater supports the no action alternative and upholding the roadless rule for this place. Thank 
you. 
 
Joanna Grist 
 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Coalition 
 
My name is Joanna Grist and I'm here on behalf of the LWCF coalition. This is a great opportunity to talk about 
the importance of connectivity and unfragmented landscapes. LWCF, the land and water conservation fund, 
has been called our nation's greatest conservation tool because it's been used for over 50 years to protect, 
connect, and expand our public lands. And this has included many roadless areas. It's also our best tool for 
consolidating inholdings and making strategic acquisitions. Like roadless areas, it works to connect these 
landscapes and enhance our watersheds. I wanted to thank Senator Cantwell, she has been, the single 
greatest champion of LWCF for the last few years. Last week there was a historic vote and some energy and 
natural resources to permanently fund LWCF, and provide full funding of 900 million a year. She also led the 
effort to reauthorize it earlier this year. Thank you very much for this opportunity and for your commitment to 
protecting our roadless areas. Thank you. 
 
Harry Romberg 
 
Co-Chair, Washington State National Forest Committee, Sierra Club 
 
I'm Harry Romberg. I'm a volunteer but I co-chair the CR clubs, Washington state chapter national forest 
committee and I'm also on the national wilderness and wild lands team as one of the key organizers of our 
annual law public lands lobby week in Washington, D C every year where we bring volunteers and others from 
across the country to lobby for our public lands in DC. This past several years we've worked for codification of 
the roadless rule because it makes it more difficult for the administration to arbitrarily undermine the rules on a 
whim, such as this administration has been doing. Once again, I reiterate that Senator Cantwell has been a 
champion on this as she 
 
 
 
has in many other good measures to protect our public lands. 
 
I've been advocating for the roadless role since before President Clinton signed it almost 20 years ago. I 
personally gathered four to 500 signatures on comments on the roadless rule. That's just a small percentage of 
the over well over 1 million comments that were submitted, which at the time, was the largest number of 
comments that had been submitted on any single administrative rule. The Tongass is our nation's largest 



national forest, and it has over 9 million acres of roadless land, one of the last remaining intact ecosystems in 
the world and the crown jewel of the entire national forest system. As such, it is by the best carbon storage 
value of all the national forests and has undergone relatively little logging over the years. Almost all of the forest 
of the Tongass is old growth. So the main purpose of building more roads is to increase logging. So what would 
they really be doing but logging more old growth? Which in this day and age in the climate change, that's 
outrageous. Furthermore, the infrastructure, namely mills and jobs processing those logs, is actually diminished 
over the years. So it seems likely that they'll minimally mill those logs so that they can export them overseas. 
So not only where are we logging our old growth forests, we're shipping the logs elsewhere. 
 
There were over 600 public meetings across the country for the original rule and now only one outside of 
Alaska. In reality, nothing has changed over almost 20 years, except that perhaps the importance of timber to 
Alaska's economy has diminished and the value of the intact forest has become even more apparent. 
Furthermore, the Tongass is largely a coastal forest that provides clean water and includes vital salmon habitat. 
That's important to both Alaska and Washington economies. As we know, many salmon runs here in 
Washington depend on Alaskan waters and our fish runs here are declining, Further disturbing their habitat 
through road building and subsequent logging on other develop or other development even all the way up in 
Alaska exacerbates that problem. The incredible scenery in Alaska includes much of the magnificent force of 
the Tongass, which is largely a coastal forest and much of that is on islands. The tourism industry now includes 
many thousands of people who cruise to Alaska from right here in Seattle. This cruise is actually on the bucket 
list for many people from around the world and it substantially contributes to the economies of both Seattle and 
many ports in Alaska. I actually worked for the cruise industry this last summer for the first time, and I did a 
rough estimate of how many sailings we had and how many passengers approximately that I thought we had 
and I estimated four to 500,000 people cruised out of the port of Seattle up into Alaska. But they didn't go up 
there to see clear cuts and roads everywhere. They came up here to see the natural scenery. And many of 
those people I saw were indeed from red States and I even saw a few "Make America Great Again" hats. I think 
the value is obvious. So in closing, the irreplaceable values of the Tongass can't be measured in board feet. 
And this rule ensures that these values are preserved for generations to come. The Sierra Club has a 
longstanding and deep investment in the roadless rule and the target is our crown jewel, and we need to seek 
further protections for these public lands. Not rolling back the ones we already have. 
 
 
 
Mike Anderson 
 
Senior Policy Analyst, The Wilderness Society 
 
Hello, my name is Mike Anderson. I'm a Senior Policy Analyst for The Wilderness Society, and our organization 
has been at the forefront of the effort to create the roadless area conservation rule back in the late 1990s, and 
in the defense of the roadless rule during the Bush administration. And now under the Trump administration, it's 
one of our organization's top priorities. We are doing all that we can to activate our membership across the 
nation to defend the role of this rule. Senator Cantwell has been one of our great champions throughout the 
defense of the roadless rule, but you should also know that Governor Inslee, was when he was in Congress, 
the sponsor of the house version of Senator Cantwell's, roadless area conservation act. We have a very strong 
political support for this rule in this state. Going back some two decades, we have a very strong coalition both 
nationally and in Southeast Alaska working together for protection of the Tongass. The Tongass has over 9 
million acres of roadless areas and these areas are the crown jewel of the nation's national forests. The salmon 
habitat, the wildlife habitat, the forest carbon is nothing short of supportive, and the Trump Administration's 
efforts to exempt the Tongass from this rule is nothing short of outrageous. There's no reason to exempt the 
Tongass. The timber industry is now less than 1% of Southeast Alaska's employment compared to 26% in the 
tourism and commercial fishing industries. Furthermore, the Forest Service spends more than $30 million a 
year subsidizing the logging and road building, road building and logging within the Tongass national forest. It 
is the most uneconomic national forest in the nation for a timber production. There's no reason for us to be 
going into the Tongass building more expensive roads. So we are strongly supportive of the no action 
alternative and I appreciate everybody coming today and let's fight and win this again. 
 
Marlies Wierenga 
 
Pacific Northwest Conservation Manager, WildEarth Guardians 
 



Hello everyone. I'm inspired to be among these Washington voices who are standing with our neighbors to the 
North to say we also value clean water, abundant salmon runs and wild areas. Roadless areas are the best 
places that can still provide these treasures and they are becoming even more important as refuge areas of 
cold water, clean air and carbon sinks as climate change impacts. Bear down, my name is Marlies Wierenga 
and I'm the Pacific Northwest Conservation Manager at WildEarth Guardians. Like many of us here, we work to 
protect and restore wild places and rivers, wildlife, and the health of the American West and we support the no 
action alternative. I grew up in the desert landscape of Southern New Mexico where there were few trees, no 
salmon and little water. When I moved to the Northwest, it seemed like I had landed on a planet of abundance, 
but looking closer and listening, it was apparent that big problems exist. 
 
 
 
Salmon are blocked from reaching their spawning grounds by culverts placed under roads. Drinking water 
providers often have to shut off their systems because of too much dirt in the water from roads or road 
landslides. Local, state and federal governments along with County stakeholders are spending millions of 
dollars to fix these problems. Yet roadless areas are still the places where the healthiest watersheds can be 
found nationally and nearly 30 million people rely on drinking water from watersheds that contain roadless 
areas. Streams in roadless watersheds have less sediment and better habitat than roaded watersheds. Wildfire 
caused by humans is almost five times less likely to occur in roadless areas and the Forest Service, Park 
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service should recognize that protecting and connecting roadless areas is an 
important action to enhance climate change adaptation. This is why the roadless rule needs to continue to 
protect the Tongass. I did not live in Alaska, but I value roadless areas in my own state as our neighbors do up 
North. Not only does this attack threaten clean water and habitat for salmon, but it sets a bad precedent that 
could lead to logging and road construction in remote wild forest areas across the nation. I urge the Forest 
Service to keep roadless protections in place and choose the no action alternative. Thank you. 
 
Mitch Friedman 
 
Director, Conservation Northwest 
 
I am Mitchell Friedman. I direct Conservation Northwest. Been working for about 35 years to protect our wild 
areas, and I guess what I'll add is memories of the battle because it was a hell of a battle. Rolling back roadless 
protections in the Tongass or anywhere makes no sense policy-wise. Logging these areas made no sense. 
Even in the 80s, some of us can remember when we would go to our favorite places and they wouldn't be there 
anymore and the battles we had to go through and the arguments we had to make to get to this point. 
Congressman, Norm Dicks was the first to offer a writer appropriations bill, a restriction on logging roadless 
areas, and as a congressman from timber country. 
 
These were the transitions we had to go through to get to the point that we're at now where we take these 
things for granted that the places we love will still be there and that we'll be moving forward not backwards. I 
can tell you that things feel different in timber country these days. We don't battle now over logging big trees or 
wild areas. We instead work together on rational policy and forestry that's often improving the stands. We now 
have in the Northwest, just a fraction of the timber mills that we had 30 years ago. Yet we process more timber 
in fewer mills than we did in the vast number of mills in the old days because of automation. Back before the 
roadless rule, all that was logged out of the Tongass was not just below cost, but it was being shipped off as 
pulp overseas to foreign markets and these days when you could log the rest of these forests and not generate 
jobs or economic benefits, there's no reason to do these things other than carrying on old political vendettas. 
We have to get past this. We have to protect our wild areas. Let's 
 
 
 
come together. 
 
 
 
Donna Osseward 
 
President, Olympic Park Associates 
 



Hello. I'm Donna Osseward, President of the Olympic Park Associates. We appreciate this opportunity to say a 
few words regarding the value of American roadless areas. OPA argues that the recently proposed USDA 
Alaska roadless rule would remove protections on watersheds and from the road building and timber cutting in 
the Tongass. The result would erode the 2001 roadless rule. OPA supports the EIS alternative one which 
would take no action and will leave all of Alaska under the 2001 roadless rule. OPA argues that this DIS would 
erode the protections in the 2000 roadless rule and set precedents detrimental to all national forests. Too often 
we as humans just disrespect the importance of nature to our welfare. As individuals, we take joy in hiking, 
fishing, climbing in these areas. However often we don't think of the value these areas bring to our lives, even if 
we don't set a foot into them. They provide the gifts of cleaner air and water, a place for animals far better than 
a zoo, a place where nature works mostly according to its nature, its creator's rules, thereby for providing a 
diversity of plants, fish and animals that can come from a place not weeded by humans. 
 
They are laboratories for us to learn the processes that provide for our welfare. They are libraries holding that 
area's natural collection of plants and animals. Here we find nature's storehouse of genes. When a wild area is 
large enough, it contains the species of plants and animals that make up the natural sustainable ecosystem of 
an area. Each area is special because of its unique mix of climate, plants and animals. Each one adds to the 
variety that diversifies our lives. Most of our medicines come from nature found around the world. A few 
examples- the bark of the Pacific Yew becoming a valuable cancer treatment. Aspirin comes from the Willow. 
Penicillin was created by a fungus. Nature has performed 40 billion years of clinical trials and making these 
another cure is possible. We must avoid the tendency to assume we now know all we need to know. Wildlands 
make our earth livable. Native vegetation pulls pollution from the air and water. Its soils and plants filter 
rainwater, trees and vegetation, and sequester carbon by 
 
 
 
using it, trading the carbon dioxide in the air with the oxygen we need. Undisturbed earth protects the carbon 
reserves lying below and it all helps to reduce global warming, oceans rising and ocean acidification. These 
areas hold the winter snow to slow release water in summer for the fish, wildlife, agricultural crops and 
ourselves. In the middle of the 1800s, Thoreau wrote wildness is the preservation of the world today. As we 
continue to learn, we come to understand how right he was daily. Our health depends on clean air, water, and 
an earth capable of producing the resources we need to continue to live comfortably on earth. Roadless 
designation does not lock up an area. It shelters the gifts we need for living well. It provides a future for our 
children and our tendency for monoculture. Natural areas, whole genes we may need sooner or later to provide 
genetic help for the plants and animals necessary for sustaining us on a changing earth. We humans have 
taken over and changed much of the world. We must protect ample samples of nature to maintain the natural 
structure that we are a part of. To do otherwise is a mistake our children will regret. Our roadless areas are a 
low-cost investment in our future wellbeing. Thank you. 
 
Crystal Garner 
 
Statewide Engagement Manager, Washington Trails Association 
 
Hi, my name is Crystal Gardner and I'm the Statewide Engagement Manager for Washington Trails 
Association. Washington Trails Association has a 50 year legacy of protecting trails. We are supported by more 
than 15,500 household members and have an online community of more than 100,000 hikers. WTA enhances 
hiking experiences in Washington state by mobilizing a diverse and growing community of hikers to explore, 
steward, and protect trails and public lands. As the nation's largest state-based trail maintenance and hiking 
advocacy nonprofit organization, Washington Trails Association works to ensure that Washington's trails stand 
the test of time and connect people to the outdoors from everyday adventures to backcountry explorations. 
Many of these backcountry adventures take place on public lands protected by the roadless rule. Some of the 
best places to hike and backpack in the state are in roadless areas, including the dark divide on the Gifford 
Pinchot national forest, the Tiana way on the Okanogan Wenatchee national forest, and the Kettle Crest on the 
Colville National Forest. Miles upon miles of the Pacific Crest Trail intersect 20 roadless areas in Washington 
alone. The roadless rule must be protected and kept in place here in Washington state, up North, Alaska and 
the Tongass national forest and throughout our country. Washington Trails Association supports the roadless 
rule and wants to thank everyone here for helping to protect it. Thank you 
 
Ed Henderson 
 



Member, Board of Directors, North Cascades Conservation Council 
 
Good afternoon. I'm Ed Henderson. I'm the Director of the North Cascades Conservation Council and we were 
founded in 1957 to protect and preserve the scenic, scientific, 
 
 
 
recreational, educational and wilderness values of the North Cascades. We're strong supporters of the 2001 
roadless rule and are concerned with a maintaining its integrity nationwide. We view the Tongass DEIS as a 
threat to this integrity and thus a threat to our own extensive roadless areas in the North Cascades. 
Washington has the greatest extent of unprotected national forest roadless areas in the contiguous 48 States. 
The roadless rule protects these forests. I have personally searched for the purpose and need in the DEIS. 
After 12 pages of obfuscation, I can only conclude that the implicit purpose is to cut trees and the need is to 
build roads for access to those trees and then to haul the logs away. 
 
While the DEIS contains many disingenuous reassurances there will be little or no impact from logging and 
road building, it deliberately eliminates from detail analysis 18 issues that would evaluate these impacts. 
Removing the 9.2 million acres of the Tongass National Forest from the protection of the national roadless rule 
and depending upon the state of Alaska to safeguard the values inherited an untrammeled roadless forest is 
equivalent of asking the fox to guard the chicken coop. You can only expect to have feathers, or in this case 
stumps, left. North Cascades Conservation Council strongly supports a no-action alternative and maintain the 
national roadless rule in the Tongass. Thank you very much. 
 
Karla Hart  
 Juneau, AK 
 
Thank you. I came down from Juno, Alaska for a family vacation and the first thing I did is say "I need to go to 
this meeting on the Roadless Rule." Every day that the clouds allow, I look across Lynn Canal at the Chilkat 
Mountains. They're rugged snow-capped peaks and on the far side of them is Glacier Bay National Park. The 
Chilkat Mountains are roadless, the Chilkat Mountains, this summer for the first time in my lifetime in Juno, 
were bare. All of the snow was gone and you saw gray rock like I'd seen in other places when I traveled. 
Scientists at the University of Alaska Southeast think that it's probably the first time in 10,000 years that that 
rock has been exposed to us. So, I'm really aware of climate change. I'm really aware of so many things that 
are going on in Southeast Alaska. I'd like to recognize again the Tlingit. It's Tlingit land that I live upon and I'm 
very grateful to them for their stewardship. And the tribes of Southeast Alaska have come out incredibly strong 
for protecting Southeast Alaska. The residents of Southeast, in addition to the tribes, came out extremely 
strong. I feel so heartened to see all of the people representing all of the organizations trying to help to protect 
the Tongass because it is our forest. I live there. It's my front yard, my backyard, my side yards. But it's our 
forest. All Americans. The no action alternative is the only real choice. Any compromise choices, which I fear 
they're setting up, will come at a great cost. They want it all. We want them to have nothing. They'll 
compromise and pick as a small compromise the places that they strategically really want. And so no action 
has to be the only alternative. Are we talking a lot about the trees and the trees are desperately important to 
me, but it's not just about the trees. 
 
 
 
At the Juneau hearing, I saw sitting and listening, people who I know have very strong interests in the mining 
industry. They weren't speaking, they were listening, they were watching. All of the glaciers that are retreating 
are exposing potential mineral areas. The exploration is going on, the staking is going on under the 1872 
mining act. So trees are important, the climate, all of that. But remember also if they compromise for areas that 
don't have trees, it's not good. Roads bring invasives- we're lucky that we have so much roadless area that has 
been free of invasives. The forest service has no plan to deal with the invasives. They have no way to deal with 
the invasives. I've volunteered for the Forest Service sometimes and for Southeast Alaska Conservation 
Council, which is our regional group. I spend time doing biological surveys within clear cuts, within wilderness, 
in a lot of different areas, and the reach of the invasive plants into the areas that are adjacent to roads is 
terrifying to me. Now, Reed Canary grass, a half a mile from a logging road in a muskeg meadow that I would 
have thought would never be exposed. So thank you all for your work and let's get it done. 
 
Graham Taylor 



 
Program Manager, National Parks & Conservation Association 
 
Hello, my name's Graham Taylor and I'm a Program Manager with the National Parks Conservation 
Association. We're a group that advocates for our National Parks and that includes the little historic sites that 
celebrate our history as well as the large landscapes that really allow us to experience the natural world. I'm 
here today to support the roadless rule on behalf of NPCA and thank Senator Cantwell for her leadership and 
protection of the roadless rule, our public lands and our national parks. But you know, the parks are not islands. 
They are a part of a larger mosaic of public lands that are important to the integrity of our national parks. 
Everything is connected as John Muir said to us. And so by protecting the roadless lands, we also protect our 
national parks and the other areas connected to them. But really this scheme to undo the roadless rule-it brings 
me to a question about who is going to profit, who is going to profit from this, the few or the many? Because 
right now we all profit from the clean air, the clean water, amazing outdoor recreation experiences, and the 
climate impacts. We all profit right now. But if we undo this, if we mess with the roadless rule, if we trust this 
administration who has burned us at every single opportunity to undo the roadless rule, then we're going down 
a path that not just our children and grandchildren will regret, but that we will regret. Because right now we all 
profit but under this plan, undoing the roadless act, we all suffer. So NPCA supports the no action alternative 
because the roadless areas protect our watersheds. They protect our landscapes and our wildlife that make 
these lands special and the people that inhabit this earth. Thank you so much. 
 
Rebecca Caulfield  
 Seattle, WA 
 
My name is Rebecca Caulfield. I live in West Seattle and I'm a volunteer with the Center for Biological 
Diversity. I'd like to thank Senator Cantwell and Washington Wild for the 
 
 
 
opportunity to give non-Alaskan residents the opportunity to speak up about the Alaska specific roadless rule. I 
am asking Secretary Perdue and the US Forest Service to select the no action alternative on the Alaska 
specific roadless role and protect all inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass national forest under the 2001 
national roadless rule. The fact that the roadless rule is up for exemption in Alaska is nothing less than blatant 
disregard for the majestic forests such as the Tongass that provide invaluable ecosystem services to all life on 
earth. We are at a major crossroads with tackling the climate crisis. Thus the natural integrity of forests like the 
Tongass should be fully protected as an investment in our future. The Tongass, with its old growth trees, has 
been dubbed the "nation's climate forest" due to its unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate impacts caused by humans. Alaska knows this all too well, as it just experienced is hottest summer on 
record. Alaskan forests host an abundance of wildlife such as moose, owl wolves, bears, eagles and salmon 
who have their part in keeping this forest healthy and vibrant. Where are their voices while we decide what to 
do with their home? Humans have been treating the planet like it is ours for the taking with very little regard to 
the consequences of our actions such as those from clear-cutting logging and mining. How about the radical 
idea of leaving our remaining national forests such as the Tongass as they are for the sake of life that happens 
not to be human. Alaska has an opportunity to show the rest of the world that it is a leader in environmental 
stewardship by protecting its precious forests. There is no better way to solidify American leadership than by 
upholding the current roadless rule. Thank you very much. 
 
Deanna Hobbs  
 Juneau, AK 
 
Hello. My name is Deanna. I'm a Juneau Alaska resident, but I also go to PLU over in Tacoma. I'm here today 
because I worked on the roadless rule this summer in Juneau and did a lot of really awesome work. I came 
here prepared to talk about some of the facts and statistics, but the forest service has heard it all before. While 
y'all were talking, I kept thinking about this one encounter I had the summer in Haines, Alaska, where I was 
engaging with people and telling people why the roadless rule is so awesome, and I was explaining it to this 
one guy from the East coast. And, after I told him all of this really good information, he didn't really care. And I 
asked him why and he said that he is very religious, and he actually didn't think that he needed to do anything 
with the environment. He thought that God would handle it and that he didn't need to do anything really or 
participate in the political process that was going on. We talked about this for a long time, and that's still just on 
the back of my mind when we're talking about this today because there's so many people who genuinely leave 



these decisions up to God or to politicians or to big corporations or people who know more, have more money. 
But really, it's up to all of us. I go to university right now and we'll be mobilizing on this, but I'm also just asking 
everyone in this room with all these titles that you have and all these friends that you have in this sphere of 
influence that you have to really be mobilizing and making sure that you're talking with your peers and talking 
with the 
 
 
 
people that are under you and above you and next to you to make sure that everyone is here in this room when 
we have these spaces, or online submitting comments, or calling legislators, because it's more than just 
showing up this one time or submitting one comment. But we all need to be mobilizing. Thank you. 
 
Sharon Burke  
 Seattle, WA 
 
Hello. I am a volunteer with the Center for Biological Diversity and I'm not going to talk very long because 
there've been too many articulate people laying out why we need to support the roadless rule. But I have to say 
we need to somehow come together and take these issues, these great ideas, to the parts of the country that 
are supporting the Trump Administration and basically it feels like is giving us all the finger. I do agree that at 
the core it is just the few, it is just some very wealthy people who want to make the most of making money in 
the short amount of time before climate change does irreparable damage. So I have been both angry and 
depressed with the Trump Administration at every turn. And it isn't just Donald Trump, it is the Republican party 
at the moment-killing the endangered species act, rolling back all of those environmental protections that have 
benefited all of us. So I wish I was a marketing genius as we are preaching to the choir here and we need to 
somehow get this message to the people that unbelievably have more political power than even a city the size 
of Seattle. I think someone 
 
mentioned Utah has a population of 600,000 and and we have a city here of over a million and they have the 
same political power in the Senate that the state of Washington does. So we have to get out there to those 
other people before it's too late before this girl may actually say "I saw an eagle once, I saw a whale or a bear, 
but they are extinct now or you see them only in zoos" and that to me is such a tragedy. That's the depression 
part I feel. So thank you for letting me rant for a couple of minutes, but let's do something. 
 
Kiersten Gmeiner  
 Seattle, WA 
 
Hi, my name is Kiersten Gmeiner and I'm a family physician and a PCT hiker and I just wanted to go on record 
asking for a no action vote from the powers at be. I also wanted to thank everybody here. It's breathtaking, the 
decades of work that people in this room have put in. I'm just a member of all organizations you all run and I'm 
an ardent tree advocate. I'm in North Seattle and I'm part of neighborhood tree keepers where the developers 
are clear cutting one lot at a time. So everybody pay attention when you see them getting ready to clear cut. 
There is a Seattle ordinance that protects the trees. Not a good one yet but there is, so please be active in your 
neighborhoods as well as in the Tongass. There've been many more eloquent people than I today about the 
Tongass. The one thing I wanted to share is that as a family doc, I really do see our forests as the lungs of the 
earth. And I don't think it's a trope. I think it's absolutely accurate ecosystem wise and it just doesn't make 
sense to make a bunch of tiny cuts in any tissue. It just doesn't 
 
 
 
make any sense. And if you think about our forest as the lungs, then the periphery might okay to put a few 
roads into for recreation access. But if you're talking about the real heart of the lungs, those cuts are much 
higher costs than the ones at the periphery. And so I think the Tongass is one of our last stands in terms of the 
climate. I'm with Greta Thunberg, I mean if you know that your behavior is dooming the younger generations, 
you just have to stop. So, thank you. Thank you. Thank you to everyone here. And unfortunately I think he 
would be really sad that this is just as pertinent now as it was when it was written. But unless someone like you 
cares a whole awful lot, nothing's going to get better. So thank you. 
 
Rebecca Wolfe  
 Edmunds, WA 



 
Greetings. I want to begin by saying how grateful I am for each one of you and the work you're doing. We need 
so many of us for the uninformed, the ignorant who do not know, they do not know how sacred this place is. So 
I just want to start with that and say that I have worked as a volunteer for many groups, Food and Water Watch, 
Sierra Club, Our Children's Trust, and Washington Wild on occasion too. And I've been to DC and I've lobbied 
actually mostly on the endangered species act to protect that. And a couple of years ago I went back to school 
and during studies at Vermont law school, I did a study of the rare , Alexander Archipelago Wolf, which is very, 
very endangered, very rare because it's lost its prey, the Sitka deer, and a lot of that has to do with logging and 
all of this, even though we don't like to admit it, it is political. 
 
I want to urge secretary Perdue to join us in practicing democracy. We have not been allowed to practice our 
democracy under the current administration. We have to change that. And without going into specifics, you 
know what I mean? And so I do support the no action alternative and I, with regard to working for Our 
Children's Trust, we are fighting the U S government for a better environment for a better atmosphere. And how 
does that relate to the Tongass? We have to protect the carbon storage trees. And so among other things that 
I'm grateful for, I'm really grateful for the people and all those young people. When I started working with Our 
Children's Trust, there were ages 9 to 19, and now those kids are in college and they are actively working 
furiously and desperately to save places like this. And we have some young people in Alaska who are working 
for this and in many of the States. They need our support. I did start working for democracy in 1960 when I was 
a Kennedy girl in high school and we got to meet Jackie Kennedy before he was elected. And it's not about 
being a Democrat, it's about just protecting our democracy so that we can protect places like this. I thank you 
all. 
 
Michael Shurgot 
 
Alaska Wilderness League 
 
Good afternoon. My name is Michael Shurgot and I've been a resident of Seattle since 
 
 
 
1982 and I do want to acknowledge our friends from Alaska and say thank you for coming down and making 
the effort. Two quick points. In the early to mid nineties, I was chair of the conservation division at The 
Mountaineers, which is a volunteer position. There are several people in the room, Harry and Donna and Ed- 
Remember those days? They were very tumultuous. And one of the issues we tackled or attempted to was 
working on a roadless rule, especially Washington and Oregon. I should mention somebody who I don't think is 
here. Some of you probably know Charlie Brains from the Sierra club, he was so instrumental and of course, 
Mitch Freedman, who was up here earlier, did a tremendous amount of work. But two points about that 
process: number one, it was based on science. We had people in The Mountaineers in the Sierra Club who 
were doing research on how old-growth ancient forests reproduce themselves and sustain themselves. The 
other point that needs to be made to be made is that there were compromises built into the rule way back 
when. We met with members of the, Department of Agriculture, Fish and Wildlife, Forest Wervice, native 
peoples, communities, even logging people. And the plans that we worked out for Oregon and Washington did 
involve compromises. So if anybody says to you that the roadless rule does not contain compromises, it's a 
simply wrong statement. 
 
The second point I would like to make is to make something explicit that I think has been implicit in a lot of what 
people have said here. Many of you will remember this book- A Sand County Almanac by Aldo Leopold, which I 
still think is the Bible of the conservation movement. The central essay is called the land ethic. And I just want 
to read the central sentence in the central essay "A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, 
stability, and beauty of the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise." I would submit that proposal 
to clear cut the talk is something that rises to that level, that this is fundamentally a moral issue because there 
is so much life in that forest that would be destroyed. And there's other people who have said, if you clear cut 
the Tongass, then you clear cut part of the lungs of this planet. So I urge, you: no cutting. Thank you. 
 
Kyle McDaniel  
 Seattle, WA 
 



Hi, I'm Kyle McDaniel from West Seattle. I'm something of a sleeping warrior. In the 1990s, I came to 
Washington state in order to stand against some of the timber sales that had been opened by the salvage 
logging rider signed by President Bill Clinton. As time progressed, I became more involved in nonviolent civil 
disobedience in our actual forest being cut and as an experience wilderness orienteer, I had the fortune of 
hiking into some of the trailless areas here in Washington state to observe a forest that may not exist anymore. 
Now, there's a very poignant feeling in a forest that may not exist anymore. It radiates with spiritual energy. 
Now, as a product of the Reagan and Sr. Bush era, I was typical of many gen-Xers devoid of spirituality, 
religion, patriotism. Deep within the wilderness of the old growth forest, I discovered my spirituality and a sense 
of patriotism and a lot of that comes from the wilderness areas and the national parks of 
 
 
 
our country. That gave me a sense of what it meant to be American, not to be displaced, not to be a rebel, but 
to be part of this great nation and to find a place within it. So, every year during the logging season, I would 
travel from Port Townsend, Washington where I lived down to Northern California. I was part of the defense of 
Headwaters Forest in the Redwoods. I used my skills in orienteering to lead activists through endangered 
forest to conduct nonviolent civil disobedience, including tree sitting. And I lent myself to that and it was a great 
passion of mine. And eventually I, myself, spent 23 nights suspended between two redwoods on a traverse 
line, living in a hammock. 
 
We waited till mid-November of 1997 for a road bylaw to be unbuilt. We stayed up in those trees through cold, 
wet weather. And as the time passed, the loggers who had lodged a lot of hostility towards us began to respect 
us. They started leaving beer cans and chanterelles and other goodies at the bottom of the tree. They knew 
that we would sneak down in the middle of the night and get the goodies. So initially we made friends and then 
un-made the road and they went away. And the whole stand of trees, which was actually at right up against the 
Rockefeller forest in Noble State Park still stands today 
 
I actually protested Bill Clinton when he visited Bellevue College back in 1996 and advocated strongly for the 
roadless rule, as we also opposed some of the timber sales that had come open because of the salvage 
logging rider. When it was finally signed and instigated by our, our then president, I saw that as a kind of a 
crowning chapter in a fight that I had involved my life in for many years. So 20 years later, after not being 
involved in the environmental movement, I see the crown jewel of all roadless areas, which by the way, should 
be a wilderness area. Here in Washington state, roadless areas have to be more than 3000 acres and a 
wilderness area more than 5,000. Why are these 9,000 acres not a protected wilderness area, much less than 
national park? So now as a father of a daughter who is an accomplished backpacker, I find that it's a duty to 
stand up now. I'm not part of any organization, but I plan to network and use my skills and communication and 
leadership to become more involved. And as we watch many of the things we hold sacred and dear in our 
country be whittled away and really under threat, this is where I must make my stand because the bottom of my 
heart, like I said, is the source. Wilderness is the source of my patriotism and my spirituality. It has given me 
such healing and it has allowed me to be a productive member of society. So when I finally moved to Seattle 20 
years ago, I felt like I had fought a good fight and now I can go on with my life and be a normal person. And 20 
years later, here I am again. 
 
So one of my favorite movies, Frank Herbert's Dune, got me into ecology in the first place and there's one line 
and it goes "the sleeper must awaken," and that's, that's what must happen now. The sleeper must awaken. 
We can't just be preaching to the choir. We've got to reach out in our communities and make this known, and it 
may seem like a very dark time in our country, but this is a choice we can make. This is an opportunity for us to 
seize our humanity and seize our sense of what it means to be an American, our patriotism and this land that 
the Tongass as well as some of the other places I've never 
 
 
 
seen. But knowing that the crown jewel like in British Columbia and Bella Coola, the spirit bear area, those 
areas really need to be protected for all generations. Olympic National Park would not exist if people like us 
didn't come together nearly a hundred years ago. Yes, President Roosevelt signed it into law, but there were 
people like you that helped him get there. So I employ everyone to do what they can and I'm really happy to 
hear everybody speak today. It's profound moment for me, so thank you so much and good luck. 
 
Michael George  



 Seattle, WA 
 
Hi, my name is Michael George. I'm very different than a lot of you. I came here because I was scrolling 
through Facebook and I saw an ad that said you needed statements for the roadless initiative. I don't have a 
history of working on these things, so I don't have as much prepared. As I was sitting here, I was really trying to 
get my thoughts together and forgot what it was that got me out of my house to this room. And really here it is: I 
can bring it back to when I was about six years old. I grew up in Boston, my family is from Colorado. We took 
my first airplane ride to Colorado, we went to my grandparents' house. I went, I walked out the door with my 
dad and he said something really profound to me. He said "you see your grandma's driveway? You're going to 
be amazed by this, but really think about this. That driveway connects to our driveway back home. It connects 
to your friend's driveway in Florida. We built this amazing thing that connects 
 
everybody to everybody by concrete." I spent a couple of decades of my life really in awe of that. It was such 
an amazing accomplishment. I just thought it was so cool. Then I ended up moving to Montana to go to school 
and I really got into backpacking and got into nature. What had been this amazing thing to me, I started 
reflecting on, and it became scarier and scarier. I started realizing that there is this thing that we have made 
that not only connects us all but divides the very thing that I love and was beginning to love more and more, 
which is nature. 
 
So when I saw this Facebook ad, I thought "you know what? I'm going to get out of my chair and I'm going to 
come down here and I'm going to stand up for something that I don't know a lot about, other than it is extremely 
important to keep, and is becoming rarer and rarer." When I hear things like 9 million acres, I didn't know that 
before coming here. I think to myself, that is amazing. We need to keep this. So as just a general person in the 
world, I am here to say that we need to know action on this. Thank you. 
 
Johnny Fishmonger 
 
Executive Director, Wild Salmon Nation 
 
Okay. I'm not going to beat around the clear-cut. Just going to come out first to say, the no action is the way to 
go here. My name is Johnny Fishmonger. I'm the Executive Director of Wild Salmon Nation and most of our 
work is protecting wild salmonids up and down the West coast from the steel head runs that still run up little 
cricks in 
 
 
 
Ensenada, Mexico to our wild salmon that are strained up and around the corner into the Arctic and populating 
all the way to the McKenzie river in Northern Canada. When I was 18, I graduated high school in Ballard and 
the day I got out of high school, I got on a Norwegian crab boat and headed north up to Bristol Bay on the 
Bering sea to go tender salmon. Our first stop was Ketchikan, our second stop was Sitka. We tooled around 
Craig and around Prince of Wales and for a kid that grew up in Northwest and had seen all the clear cuts up 
and down East Lewis County everywhere, I was flabbergasted. I was like "oh my God, they're cutting the hell 
out of this. This is unbelievable." And you know, here I was in the land of dinosaurs: dinosaur trees, dinosaur 
cars formations, this ancient geology, and ancient forests. 
 
Frank Murkowski and Viking Lumber have never had to retool their plan because Frank Murkowski is not dead. 
Viking lumber exists because Frank is not dead because Frank Murkowski has a Senator in his pocket. Her 
name is Lisa. 
 
So besides Frank and Lisa and all that, we ran up against was the Southeast conference, which is the chamber 
of commerce for all of Southeast Alaska and supposed to represent all business in Southeast Alaska and small 
business and tourists and lumber and fishing and guides. But what do they spend all their time doing? 
Promoting cutting and mining. We need to replace the Southeast conference with the new progressive 
chamber of commerce in Southeast Alaska, that represents all of us that are looking forward and thinking 
progressively about Southeast Alaska. So if any of you are small business owners in Southeast, let's talk. 
There's a whole bunch of us thinking, we need to replace the Southeast chamber and then we will lead the re 
we need to replace a Lisa. So no action. That's the alternative. 
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Speaker 1: Out of the suitability for timber harvesting and impacts. And so, lifting this regulation, it would add 
185,000 acres to that suitable timber base is what it would do. Of that 185,000, 20,000 is young growth and 
165,000 is old growth. And there's a map that has the timber suitability over there on the wall for [inaudible 
00:00:22]. So signing at the end here, for more information, we got this website going, and I encourage you ... 
There's a lot of stuff on there. 
 
Speaker 1: There's presentations on there. All the things, maps around there. So if you want to take a deeper 
dive, take a look. There's a lot of stuff on this website and it's being updated constantly. So I would encourage 
you to check that out. There's also we have a story map online tool. So if you want to see how this looks 
spatially or geographically across the region, you can turn certain layers on and off and you can kind of see, in 
a particular geographic area, probably a little where this alternative is made behind the particular landscape 
there. 
 
Speaker 1: And then finally how to comment. Comments, got to be submitted in writing by December 17th, 
unless you're giving testimony tonight, we'll take those oral comments and we'll have them transcribed. So it's 
midnight Alaska time, December 17th. And there are a whole bunch of ways that you can do this. You can get 
on the Internet, go to that project website and there's a link there allows you to enter them in. If you prefer the 
stamp an envelope enough that you can mail it to us there in Juneau. There's an email and then of course 
we're taking a bit in conference here too, if you'd like to submit some comments tonight. 
 
Speaker 1: And then finally the public comment period again, I'll say it one more time, closes December 17th. 
What we're going to do next step when we get those public comment period closes, we will start analyzing all 
those and we'll have to kind of summarize them into certain issue or concern statements, and them we'll 
respond to all those comments in the final environmental impact statement. We're going to continue to consult 
with tribes and Alaska Native corporations all the way to the end of this. 
 
Speaker 1: And then, we can always come and do public outreach too. So I'd give a civic group or an 
organization that must invite us up, we can give kind of a presentation that way as well, and engage. And then, 
the final environmental impact statement. So we're looking for that at an early summer of 2020. We don't have 
a definitive date on that but that's 
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when you would see a final role and a final environmental impact statement. I just want to also say there is no 
administrative review on this kind of decision. 
 
Speaker 1: So if we get all the way to the end and people don't like how the decision is in the end, the only real 
recourse is litigation so you have to take it to the courts at that point in time. And that's it. So let's get this guy 
involved. [Frank's 00:03:08] going to help you keep track of who's in the queue and we'll kind of do our best for 
taking some questions and answers here and go from there. Does anybody... ? Just raise your hand. Go ahead 
and start. 
 



Speaker 2: So I want to make sure I understood what you were talking about how the road Skag changes, but 
underneath that is your management plan. And I seem to recall coming to talk to me about that. And I 
remember they were talking about something like I believe a 15 year process on the management plan, which 
is now what? Six years old? 
 
Speaker 1: It's about three years old. 
 
Speaker 2: Three years old. So there, that exists, and it was designed to have a certain sort of time frame. 
Does that mean that that management plan will not be changed until that timeframe, or could it be changed 
next year? 
 
Speaker 1: It could be. It's not easy to change a management plan though. So the lifespan of a management 
plan the forest kind is usually 10 or 15 years. The reality across the country? They're about 15 to 25 years old 
before they actually get revised or amended. If we were going to engage in a change in the forest plan, those 
processes usually take, they're designed to take between three to five years, but in reality, they take six to eight 
years to go through it. 
 
Speaker 1: So it wouldn't be something that could happen overnight. We'd be coming back out, we'd be doing 
these public meetings again, and we'd be talking about potential changes to the forest plan. But right now, the 
last time it's been changed was 2016. All right. Other questions? Yeah. 
 
Speaker 3: I see that you guys did a lot of hard work to ascertain use and management and that kind of got 
thrown out with the bathwater. I'm just curious, you mentioned like in the graph there, about the third slide to 
the last, that there's not a whole lot of effect in the difference between like fisheries, and you said no effect 
between alternative one and alternative six, or any of the other alternatives, saying visitors a minimal effect. 
 
Speaker 3: And I'm wondering if you can ... And it's a quote not a whole lot of effect, but when you say there's 
not a whole lot of effect, but you say there wasn't a whole lot of effect and the differences between alternative 
one and alternative six. How is that quantified? 
 
Speaker 1: Well, all of it's in the environmental impact statement. So you're looking at economics, we use a lot 
of existing data to support the conclusions there in the environmental impact statement. And that existing data, 
a lot of it comes from the 2016 forest plan, 
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which is pretty fresh data, as well as other economic data that's kind of out there and available. 
 
Speaker 1: So I don't have the specifics in my mind, but we'd have you go to the forest plan. I would encourage 
you to take a look in there at what those specific data sets are that we reviewed to come to those conclusions. 
And if you have some further input like if we miss something or we got it wrong, we definitely want to hear that. 
 
Speaker 3: Yeah. Just kind of following up on it, I'm just curious what the process was, and how you got to 
alternative six. I mean, there's so much work that went into alternative two, alternative three. They were a little 
focused on different user groups, on potential uses, and they were trying to juggle these various things. They 
all had their advantage and disadvantage. How do you go from that process to suddenly supporting alternative 
six? What percentage of comments were in support of other alternatives? 
 
Speaker 1: Okay. 
 
Speaker 3: During that like year long process, just in the lead up. 
 



Speaker 1: Yeah. When we went out for public scoping, that was that initial 45 day comment period, at that 
point it was a very open ended question. We said, "Okay, the State of Alaska is proposing an exemption." From 
there, we have the 2001 rule, what's it going to look like in-between? So what we were really looking for 
through that comment period was some real substantive input in terms of what an Alaska roadless rule should 
look like. What we got was a lot of people in favor of one or the other. So about 90% of comments that came in 
or so were in favor of just kind of keeping things the way they were. 
 
Speaker 3: So 90% favor one, and then you have these other alternatives which were variables of that with 
different types of management practices. So what was the process by which you determined to select 
alternative six as the preferred one? 
 
Speaker 1: Well, there was no other alternatives to consider in the 45 day public comment period. So we don't 
have any input yet. I mean, it's all coming in, it's raw data right now on alternatives two through five, so I can't 
answer what- 
 
Speaker 3: But the preferred alternative from the first one was alternative six, right? We don't want to 
misunderstand that. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. The preferred alternative that the secretary shows is alternative six. 
 
Speaker 3: How did he come to make that decision [crosstalk 00:08:03] if 90% of input [crosstalk 00:08:03]- 
 
Speaker 1: That's a good question for him. But I'll tell you, the public process goes is we develop the 
environmental impact statement, the forest service does, and we hand it off to the 
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Department of Agriculture, and then it goes through another whole regulator review to the Office of 
Management and budget where other regulatory agencies weight in and provide their input into it. And then that 
all comes back to the secretary and then he makes his decision based on whatever criteria he's using. 
 
Speaker 3: What is that criteria though? 
 
Speaker 1: I don't know that. 
 
Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:08:22]. 
 
Speaker 4: I think the USDA is just to kind of tack on what [Cam 00:08:45] was just asking, USDA is obligated 
under private relations forest service manual under section 1563.02, to obtain an Indigenous Peoples informed 
consent when making decisions related to land that's traditionally theirs. And I see that you've got public 
outreach that's ongoing, and trying more outreach that's ongoing, and that you're collecting testimony tonight. 
 
Speaker 4: Did I understand you correctly when you said there will be no administrative review at the end of 
this process so despite our tribes, our communities weighing in on the six options that are on the table, our 
voices will not be head because the decision's been made, and despite the information that you're collecting 
ongoing, we know that option six is what's going to be active? 
 
Speaker 2: So right now's the time to give that input. So yeah, we're in this 60 day public comment period, so 
we're really actively working with the public during this comment period. And in terms of tribal input, that can 
continue on after the public comment period here through government consultation. So that opportunity is 
there, too, to continue the dialogue around it. In terms of what comes out in the end, I don't know what's going 
to come out in the end. 
 



Speaker 2: Things have changed in the past. And right now what the secretary has put forward is kind of his 
preferred rule at this point of time. He wants to hear from people who are engaged in this process, the public 
tribes, and he'll take that all into consideration, right, for kind of what his final rule is. At any rate, there is no 
administrator under this that's for any rule maybe there is no administrative review for regulations. 
 
Speaker 4: Even though tribal consultation chose and sought out prior to the moving forward, since tribal 
consultation should've been sought out prior to pursing any action in Indigenous People's lands. Is there an 
explanation for why tribal input wasn't sought prior to initiating this proposed action? 
 
Speaker 2: No, I don't have an explanation for that. 
 
Speaker 4: Okay. 
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Speaker 5: I just kind of to tag on to Jane's comment, but for example, what I think the forest service published 
with some of the comments on this received in the previous period, and I can't remember the number, but 
basically it said the majority of the comments were for keeping the roadless rules. When you talk about for the 
majority saying they want to keep it, I guess I'm trying to see what weight does that hold at the end? Does the 
secretary still kind of say, "It doesn't matter, here's my decision," or does that hold some weight? I think that's 
kind of ... 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So I want to go back to the original public comment period, the 45 day event. We didn't have 
alternatives to comment on. We basically said, what do you guys think of what an Alaskan roadless rule would 
look like. And we got about 144,000 comments on that. I think about 1,700, 1,800 were actually unique. The 
other ones were kind of form comments that just you click a button and it goes in. So you've got to really drill 
down into those numbers. And we don't normally look at them as kind of only one way or another. 
 
Speaker 1: They kind inform the decision maker in terms of what people are thinking. I think this comment 
period is the one here, we've got kind of a fleshed out what alternatives are in the bill. He's disclosed what his 
preference is at this time, he's seeking comment on that. So I think it's really this comment period where he 
really gets some substantive input that will help inform him on how to move forward with this in a minor way. I 
think there was some questions over here? 
 
Speaker 6: Yeah. I'm about halfway through the [inaudible 00:13:20] that was offered late October, I think last 
month, something like that. How much of that is actually going to be like expanded? Is it going to be longer, or 
shorter, or are there certain areas you're focusing on that [crosstalk 00:13:38] jump to? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. Well, that's a good question. We're out drafting our impact statement now, so what we're 
seeking are comments on where we may have missed something in the analysis. So I'm hoping it's not a lot 
longer, that we didn't miss much, but you could have a whole new alternative in there conceivably, so there 
could be a lot more added to it potentially. 
 
Speaker 6: Okay. 
 
Speaker 1: All right. I think you've got a question back here? 
 
Speaker 7: I get that you're just doing your job, this is part of the process of getting input, but I'm just wondering 
about the mining aspect. Because the first time I'm actually thinking, "Okay, the whole forestry and the state of 
fish and care about the environment," but now I'm starting to wonder if mining is really a big push between the 
governor and the secretary and that we're just kind of getting blindsided with mining? 
 



Speaker 7: And also, I'm starting to feel like you guys politically have to ... I mean, does management of Forest 
Service of Alaska have an opinion, or do you have to kind of 
 
Skagway Roadless Public Meeting Questions (1) (Completed 12/14/19) Page 5 of 19 
 
Transcript by Rev.com 
 
 
 
This transcript was exported on Dec 16, 2019 - view latest version here. 
 
kowtow what the governor's doing? Are you allowed to have separate opinions and keep your job? 
 
Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:15:15]. In terms of my view though, our legal interpretation of the 2001 roadless rule is 
if it falls under 1872 mining law, it's already statutorily allowed. So the roadless rule hasn't located any mining 
development activities. You know we've got Greens Creek mine which is operating in Tongass, Kensington, I 
think there are some other exploration projects, too, so. But in terms of, yeah, we got to follow up with the 
secretary. It's kind of his decision to make. 
 
Speaker 8: In regards to the future of all the alternatives for the roadless areas, you had mentioned that it could 
be some combination of what's provided there? 
 
Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). Yeah. 
 
Speaker 8: So hypothetically, with this outpouring of support for a combination for whatever the plan is, 
theoretically, hypothetically, the secretary can still go through and say, "This is the decision." 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. The secretary has pretty broad discretion on how to take this to the end. Yeah. You have a 
question? Yeah. Somewhere over here. 
 
Speaker 9: Even like an alternative two you mentioned the road was priority, you said that there would be 
options for air and water rights and stuff and communities and stuff, and you didn't mention it at all, but on the 
slide it did bring up that there could be also some mining for oils and minerals, mineral mining and oil. And I 
guess it's ... Sorry, I let you answer that, but I guess that you're also saying EIS at the moment saying it's not 
going to have a lot of effect because the rule's just going to change. 
 
Speaker 9: But so, have you actually looked at what would happen if a specific area did get picked up? Like 
yes, but you specifically said it's basically just a rule being changed. But so what's the point of EIS if it's not 
actually looking at what would happen in a specific watershed if it was picked up. Does that make sense? 
 
Speaker 1: Yep. Yeah. It's a good question, yeah. And it's challenging to explain. So when you have a 
regulation, you have to go back to what's being proposed. And there's no proposal to say, "We're proposing to 
harvest 200,000 acres in this particular watershed." We're not proposing to build a road between I don't know 
Hoonah and [Holkham 00:17:51]. So the regulation isn't authorizing any of those types of activities, so therefore 
the only effects we can analyze would be any foreseeable future kind of things that we know about. 
 
Speaker 1: And if you don't have any foreseeable future actions, which are called cumulative effects 
essentially, then that's about as far as you can go. You can go into speculation mode and say, "We're going 
speculate that this particular watershed as a result of the rule is going to have X number of acres harvested, or 
this particular [crosstalk 00:18:20]- 
 
Speaker 9: But you pretty much know that it works? 
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Speaker 1: Actually I don't. Because the forest plan, the one thing the forest plan does, it caps the maximum 
amount, or the average timber sale allowed to be harvested at 46 million board feet. So whether you choose 
the no action alternative or alternative six, it's still 46 million board feet on average each year according to the 
forest plan, okay? I think there was a question ... 
 
Speaker 5: Yeah. Correct me if I'm wrong, but to the points in the petition that the state submitted to the forest 
service, part of the stated attempt was to strengthen the forest wood products industry, so would that be 
speculation that that would be unaffected, this will make the change? 
 
Speaker 1: No. It's disclosed in here. Basically what it's going to do is attempt to give more options where you 
can go find that 46 million board feet on average. So yeah, that is an effect that probably will let us do that like I 
get these have core groups, but positive effects in terms of the timber industry. 
 
Speaker 3: So just a followup there. The EIS is based off of any current plants to do timber sales or that nature, 
but since the road and schools are effected right now, there aren't any plans, correct? 
 
Speaker 1: Essentially yes. 
 
Speaker 3: So you don't have anything to build an EIS off of because there's no rule protecting that activity, 
would the expectation be once that rule is taken back, back to be initiated, [crosstalk 00:20:12]- 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. Like in order to initiate that activity you would have to go through the legal process. We'd 
have to come back and help them do these kinds of meetings and the area that would be effected by the 
potential timber harvest. 
 
Speaker 10: So kind of like a store that has the doors locked saying, "Well, there's nobody robbing our store, 
there's nobody in it," so how could anyone rob anything from the store that's closed? Like once you open the 
doors and there's customers then they can, right? So it's like if a store is over here sitting there saying, "Oh, 
nobody's robbing the stuff. Might as well not buy any cameras." And then letting everyone in. I guess you're not 
basing the EIS off the potential for projects, which you have to be because there are no projects right now 
because of the rule in place. 
 
Speaker 1: Right. The best potential we have disclosed is in the 2016 forest plan. And that designates 
wherever there's timber harvesting across the landscape, areas that were suitable for that. And it also provides 
an average annual timber harvest limit of 46 million board feet. So that's the best we can speculate out in terms 
of what those effects would be. 
 
Speaker 3: Just to kind of followup on that, so under the timber plan there would be 185,000 acres are opened 
up as suitable. 20,000 as young growth, 165,000 as old growth, but in terms of the impact to the visitor 
industry, and the fisheries industry, you came to a no effect 
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or a minimal effect because currently you cannot analyze what the individual timber harvest would be, what the 
effect of those individual harvests would be, has a substantive effect because of just the change in regulation, 
is that correct? 
 
Speaker 1: You got it. 
 
Speaker 3: So even if I break it, by changing the regulation, you guys are supposed to be determining for a 
minimal effect, but in reality timber sales are going up. There would be another EIS specifically for that period 
that determines the impact. Is that correct? 
 



Speaker 1: Right. Yep. 
 
Speaker 3: In the visitor count is truly based off you're economy, is that correct? 
 
Speaker 1: Yep. 
 
Speaker 3: Explain then your process and what you are analyzing in terms of that if opening up those certain 
areas, 165,000 acres in Holkham specially has there been any polling within the operators in the visitor 
industry, or actually cruise passengers that come in upwards of little over a million people per year. Has there 
been any polling of them to see if they would feel like there could be a direct impact to their experience, and is 
there any plans to do so? 
 
Speaker 1: Short answer is no. No we haven't gone out and polled or looked at any original public data results 
other than what we're talking about in these public comment periods. So it does describe the effects on the 
tourism industry would be some displacement in areas, so there is a minimal or moderate adverse effects. I 
can't remember exactly what- 
 
Speaker 11: Minimal. 
 
Speaker 1: Minimal okay. And if you read the civil rights, there's a regulatory impact in that so that goes along 
with this and it talks about that minimal impact, and it talks about what that amount of impact would be on the 
recreational and tourist industry. Where a lot of that happens is areas where kind of the smaller cruise ships, 
mid size cruise ships are using that are currently in these developing parts in the forest plan. 
 
Speaker 1: So a lot of that is not in the central Tongass area [inaudible 00:23:56]. So but in terms of the big 
cruise ships, the million passengers, probably the biggest contact they have is the scenery, the scenery along 
the way, and the 2016 forest plan has a lot of protections in terms of cruise ships along those corridors and 
impacts. Okay. Let's see. I'm having a hard time keeping track of who's next. All right, you have a question sir? 
 
Speaker 10: About the 2016 plan. And that plan you said is sort of directing what you do if this option six gets 
selected right? But that plan was sort of evolved of when there was a roadless rule in effect, and at that time it 
seemed at least when that plan was in 2016, 
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there was no end in sight to the roadless rule, yet the plan calls for an end to the roadless rule. I'm just curious 
how that came to be. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So the 2016 plan amendment, really what I'm assuming it focused on two areas, the 
transition of our timber program from old growth to predominantly young growth, and so that's stilL in play and 
that's what would happen after a 15 year transition where we get out of the old growth logging and 
predomInately get into young growth logging. And that transition is still on track. 
 
Speaker 1: We're still working that as part of the plan. The other thing that was in that plan was renewable 
energy. If you look at the EIS for that forest plan, they did analyze an alternative with no roadless rule in effect, 
because this thing has gone back and forth so many times in the quarter, we did put an alternative in there to 
see what that would look like. 
 
Speaker 10: [crosstalk 00:25:40] was when work off of is option six was. 
 
Speaker 1: Right. Yeah. Yeah. And I don't know how that would play out right now. There's no plan to tinker 
with the forest plan or make any changes other than the suitability change that's expected. 
 



Speaker 10: Yeah. So I'd like to mention on the 165,000 acres. I really appreciate that. 165,000 acres of old 
growth that would be added in the preferred alternative six. I wonder if you would speak a little bit to that. I 
understand they're added by administrative change. But I was hoping you could speak a little bit more to if 
alternative six is selected, the powers that the regional forest service will have under administrative change, 
and under these new modifications, being able to modify some of these areas, that's suitable timber, right? 
 
Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). 
 
Speaker 10: And specifically I'm concerned just about the political pressure. It's very apparent there's a lot of 
political pressure on this decision. And if the preferred alternative is lifted, you're going to have a lot of political 
pressure on the regional forest service to include some of those additional 165,000 acres of old growth in the 
existing timber sales that are now on the forest, the Prince of Wales landscape while everyone else is central 
Tongass project, south of [Wasilla 00:27:08] and specifically when you look at those 165,000 of old growth, 
75% fall within the Prince of Wales district, the [Wrangle Peteresberg 00:27:15] district, and the Ketchikan 
district. When I look at that, this looks like not transitioning to young growth A, and B it looks like gearing up for 
a handout to add additional over layers to those instead. 
 
Speaker 1: Okay. 
 
Speaker 10: There's a lot there. 
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Speaker 1: There's a lot there. I'll try and work through that. So they're building an administrative change, right? 
And I talked about they're basically using that protocol line up with the forest plan regulation and the law. So 
you've got to have that. So the roadless rule disposes in there that there's going to be a direction given to the 
forest supervisor to do that administrative change and making 185,000 suitable. How it effects the Prince of 
Wales, the timber sales, the ongoing timber sales- 
 
Speaker 10: In the future we'll be able to look at beyond just the preferred alternative then, or do modifications 
[crosstalk 00:28:04]- 
 
Speaker 1: No. 
 
Speaker 10: ... and future administrative changes? 
 
Speaker 1: No. Nuh-uh (negative). Not long after 185,000, if this was to go through all the way. If it was one of 
the other alternatives, it would probably be something less than that. I can't remember what the numbers are 
on the other alternatives. So the current timber sales that are being planned right now, there's one on Prince of 
Wales Island called Prince of Wales global assessment, the Central Tongass Project is what it's called. I know 
for sure Prince of Wales didn't analyze any timber or any growth in this area. 
 
Speaker 1: So it didn't even look there. Central Tongass is doing the same thing. We're reading [crosstalk 
00:28:43] if they wanted to amend those decisions to go in and roll those areas, we'd have to use supplemental 
tracking on our environmental impact statement, go out into the public, and do this all over again for those 
projects. 
 
Speaker 10: So 185,000 acres, they were going to do those supplemental ... those amendments to those 
projects. Those are 15 year projects. They wouldn't be able to amend those projects to add those 185,000 
acres. 
 
Speaker 1: Not without going through the legal process, yeah. Not without doing the supplemental 
environmental impact statement. Yeah. Question? Yeah. Go. 



 
Speaker 12: I want to say thank you for being here and answering all our questions. I know that it's not 
necessarily your personal opinion, but that's your job, kind of like Tina was saying asking you to explain it and I 
appreciate you being here. I kind of have two questions. One, looking at alternative one versus six, it looks 
really scary because everything goes from being green to being sort of more of the brown tones, but based on 
my quick look at it, the darkening areas in the original ones are these designated roadless areas, and when you 
look at alternative six, they are mostly, otherwise there are some exceptions, the yellow which correspond with 
non-development land use designations. 
 
Speaker 12: So my first question is aside from the name change, what is the actual management difference 
between those two, and the second question that's what I'm really concerned about it how susceptible under 
alternative six would those areas be to future changes. Like if we just do a name change now but there's a 
small behind the scenes thing, could a future Alaska governor petition to have them open up for change the 
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regulations even more even though right now it looks like they might be [crosstalk 00:30:31]. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So we're at this regulation state right now which is if you kind of look at it as a layer cake, it 
sits above our forest plan. So the governor can, I guess, could petition anything. The state could. But really, the 
focus right now is Alaska regulation. He did ask also to do a change to the forest plan, too. And the Secretary 
of Agriculture didn't agree to go there. So we're really just strictly looking at regulation at this point of time. 
 
Speaker 1: And if that regulation, if alternative six happens, that regulation doesn't exist anymore. So that's 
where you're seeing the differences there. The regulation is represented in the dark green in alternative one, 
and then with alternative six map is describing basically what the effect is on the ground in relation to the forest 
plan. So you peel a regulation off, and you have the forest plan that's there. And I describe it in terms of 
development wise, to non-development wise. 
 
Speaker 1: Development wise, which are the darker color red over there, that's where the potential timber sales 
could happen in the future. That's where that 185,000 acres of suitable is. If you're going to look at the furthest 
map on the right, to find those two little acres you almost need a magnifying glass because they're little green 
blotches within these blotches of red that are in there. Does that help clear it up? 
 
Speaker 12: I think so. So it would change the rule now, but it sounds like in the future, a future governor could 
petition again, but they may decline to even go down that route depending who the Secretary of Agriculture is 
at the time? 
 
Speaker 1: Potentially, yeah. I mean those are things at the political level that I don't really get involved in, so. 
Yeah. Yeah? 
 
Speaker 6: Forgive me if you've already answered this. You just mentioned that the governor 
 
petitioned to change the forest management and the secretary said no. 
 
Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). 
 
Speaker 6: Which to me seems like a pretty savvy political move if you're trying to push through something 
controversial like this. So what is the protection if we repeal the roadless rule to stop Sonny Perdue from 
waking up the next day and saying, "Oh, hey. Now we're changing the forest management plan." 
 
Speaker 1: Nothing. 
 
Speaker 6: Thank you. 



 
Speaker 1: Yeah. It's not going to change. But it's a six to eight year process normally to change a 
management plan [crosstalk 00:32:55]. 
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Speaker 6: [crosstalk 00:32:57] right? 
 
Speaker 1: All right. Did you have another question? 
 
Speaker 2: Yes. Back to this data between the regulation and the plan, sounds like a lot of people are 
concerned about. It seems to me that perhaps you already have an example of that dance in the fact that you 
described, if I got that right, you described it earlier, the roadless rule disappeared for a while. And then it came 
back. 
 
Speaker 2: And I don't know exactly what was going on with your planning during that time, but during that time 
a significant part of road became roaded. Which seems to indicate that that kind of change does happen even if 
there are protections in place in the management plan or can you explain that better? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So this roadless rule lays over areas that the Tongass Forest plan allows for timber 
harvesting activities. So once you take that off, then the forest plan still allows those areas to be subject to 
timber harvest activity. So that's exactly what happened between 2003 and 2011. The rule didn't apply, so the 
forest plan just strictly fell within its plan direction. So the regulation lays restrictions on areas of a landscape 
that the forest plan might give out essentially for timber harvesting. 
 
Speaker 2: So you're saying that those roadless areas became roaded under the forest management plan. 
 
Speaker 1: Correct. 
 
Speaker 2: And would they not have done that if the roadless rule had been in place? 
 
Speaker 1: They couldn't do it if the roadless rule was in place. 
 
Speaker 2: So within the plan, it was already the structure to turn those roadless areas into roaded. 
 
Speaker 1: Correct. 
 
Speaker 2: And so I kind of hear you trying to reassure us that understand the management plan embedded in 
these areas that would still have protection, but I'm also hearing the last time this happened lot of roadless got 
converted to roaded. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. 110,000 acres of 9.2. 
 
Speaker 2: Yeah, so that kind of brings me back around to the folks who said well you say there's minimal 
impacts, and yet you give us these big acreages and you say well, just because those acreages are in there 
doesn't mean it's going to happen. But it sounds like it happened. 
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Speaker 1: Those are really good comments to bring in. I mean, the other thing, we can really have a cup of 
coffee and go all night I'm sure, but if you really offer what's in those 9.2 million acres, a lot of it is rock and ice. 
Only a small portion of that is really proportionable timber. 
 
Speaker 2: [crosstalk 00:35:53] it's very- 
 
Speaker 1: Exactly. I know. And it provides a very unique habitat. But anyway, that would something we'd really 
kind of focus in on the EIS is that relationship between what would happen if the regulation gets lifted off, and 
whether the Tongass be then subject to potential management activity such as timber harvesting and that kind 
of thing. 
 
Speaker 2: Is that information clearly presented in the EIS? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. I think it's really clear on the maps in my opinion, and we can talk a little bit in-between with 
the maps to articulate that. Yeah. Yes, sir in the back? 
 
Speaker 3: You guys know we passed a resolution here on the assembly line that was backing alternative 
logging, approaching it primarily from the industry perspective according to the EIS has a minimal impact on 
visitor experience. I guess transitioning into that, I was talking to Dan Blanchard he's the CEO of UnCruise 
Adventures I'm sure you know him. He is Alaskan born and bred, started with a small business, turned it into a 
cruise company that's going to be directly impacted, significantly impacted by the clear cutting the cabin areas 
[Halibut 00:37:11] Cove I think it was one of the ones you references [crosstalk 00:37:14]- 
 
Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:37:14]. 
 
Speaker 3: Right. So again, that's a direct impact to the industry. UnCruise doesn't compare to [inaudible 
00:37:20] all over there's the potential for them to come here in the future. So I guess what I'm wondering is in 
comparison if he ... he's kind of a bootstrap kind of guy, right? Born and bred in Alaska. Never got a 
government subsidy in his life. 
 
However, the history of logging in Alaska is that it's a heavily taxpayer subsidized industry. 
 
Speaker 3: And so, the reasoning here if all of this is opened up and you have now industry coming in and 
competing with an Alaskan industry, or industry that we make our living up here in the Skag, that's the whole 
reason we put that whole resolution forward. Now if you're getting studies done about industry comparisons 
based on like what is essentially unfair competition, why should a taxpayer subsidized industry suddenly be 
given carte blanche to compete with an industry that has no advantage in that same way? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. I don't know we're going to study or look at it from that kind of angle, so. Yeah. 
 
Speaker 3: Just followup on what Wayne was asking there. So when the roadless rule was lifted before, that 
was the previous forest management? 
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Speaker 1: Yep. It was probably the 2003- 
 
Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:38:32] Sure it was updated in 2016, right? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. 
 



Speaker 3: So in that 110,000 acres that was opened up when the roadless rule was lifted, and now the forest 
management plan has changed for 2016, would you say that the areas within the roadless areas in the current 
forest management plan is less restrictive or more restrictive than the 2003. Do you see where I'm getting at? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. Yeah. So in terms of the land area, so the land use designations didn't change. So it was an 
amendment, in 2016 there was an amendment. So it didn't draw new boundaries on where the forest plan 
would allow development activity versus non-development activity. So those have actually been kind of 
stagnant since 1997. That's when those were put into place. When 2016 came around, the whole purpose of 
that amendment was to transition from an old growth forest management regime to a young growth forest 
management regime. 
 
Speaker 1: The standards guides are updated, a lot of the recreational management area standards guides are 
updated things going on all the way through there. So history shows that as we learn more in terms of how to 
manage a temperate rainforest, things have been getting more restrictive with the successive plan changes 
that have happened, I would say in general. So I think the answer is yes, in terms of is it more restrictive now in 
the 2016 plan versus the previous one. I would say in general, yeah, it probably has more protective standards 
in some areas. 
 
Speaker 3: Thank you. 
 
Speaker 1: Yep. Back here? 
 
Speaker 10: Yeah. I have a question. You said there's 165,000 acres of old growth. 
 
Speaker 1: Correct. 
 
Speaker 10: Potentially in this option. And we all know it's not all 9.2 physical rock do you know how much old 
growth that you mean? 
 
Speaker 1: I used to have that number off the top of my head. I think I got in here. I think I want to say there's 
about 900,000 acres of old growth across all of the Tongass or something, of high productive old growth acres. 
But then, it might say high productive, that doesn't even come from Muskeg and that old growth kind of scrubby 
stuff that's out there. So I don't want to talk myself into a hole I can't get out of because I don't know the facts 
off the top of my head. So [crosstalk 00:41:07]- 
 
Speaker 10: Just curious about that there's an understanding of 165,000 acres of the 9.2- 
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Speaker 1: Yeah. So right now we have the current '16 forest plan advising there's around 300 to 330,000 
acres as suitable. So this would add 185 for that purpose. 
 
Speaker 6: I used to live and work at a fishing lodge on Prince of Wales just outside Kasaan, and while I was 
there Sealaska logging came in and did some selective logging in the area that I was living. Basically, they 
send out timber crews, marked trees, came out in the spring, picked those specific trees to come down, 
helicoptered them out, so there wasn't a need for roads. And part of the reasoning behind that besides the 
roadless rules they were explaining that a lot of the timber on Prince of Wales was really suitable for what they 
wanted. It was mostly in our area were suitable for pulp. 
 
Speaker 6: It wasn't especially lucrative. And so, this was the way that they were able to sort of sustainably log 
the area, get the trees you need without disturbing the surrounding habitat as much as clear cutting. So to me it 
seems like there are these more sustainable alternatives to clear cutting that don't necessarily require building 



roads. So am I wrong in assuming that the main impetus in lifting the roadless rule is to start clear cutting 
again? 
 
Speaker 1: No. I don't think it's necessarily just that. I mean, when you look at the purpose of me for doing the 
project, I think it really is looking at that interdependence of economic dependence on the national border that 
sits out there. And that may be from timber. We all know that timber has played a pretty declining role in terms 
of the economy portfolio in south eastern Alaska. Just a real small proportion of mining, fishing, tourism. Those 
are really kind of our backbone of the economy. 
 
Speaker 1: So I think what I'm hearing is it's more about timber? Yes, to some degree. But also access to the 
land that's being used. So no, in terms of helicopter logging and that type of thing, there's different systems, 
different ways. The roadless rule doesn't apply to Sealaska lands or it doesn't apply to private lands, or Native 
corporation lands. So it really only applies to national forest in there. 
 
Speaker 6: So this feasibly is also just a way for outside entities to come in and compete with Native 
corporations that already have harvest rates in these areas, or? 
 
Speaker 1: No. I don't believe so. We didn't disclose that. That's not part of the analysis, we haven't described 
anything in terms of- 
 
Speaker 6: I guess what I was trying to ask was if Native corporations already have harvest rights in some of 
these areas, opening them up would just mean, correct me if I'm wrong, but that just means that other 
organizations, for-profit organizations would be able to come in and harvest in the same areas as well. So that 
just to me seems like competition with Native people that already have rights to harvest? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So again, the roadless rule in our work is only on national forest systems land. So what 
happens on Sealaska or native corporation lands. So that's where their- 
 
Speaker 6: [crosstalk 00:44:47]- 
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Speaker 1: ... decision made. It has nothing to do with us. So they use the same distances that use the national 
forest, too, for logging activities. And if I'm going to go back to really kind of more of an economic purpose, I 
guess I'm going to go to the 2016 forest plan and that whole transition from old growth to young growth. It talks 
about needing to kind of have that economic reach. So the timber industry can make that change without using 
the infrastructure that they put in place. 
 
Speaker 6: And that's going to fall [crosstalk 00:45:15] ... So if the design is to transition to young growth, that 
young growth primarily seems like it exists in areas that were already clear cut, and those are already half 
growths like Smith Cove on Prince of Wales as an existing logging road system to a giant pack of new growth, 
so again, what purpose would repealing the roadless rule serve towards harvesting areas that are already 
accessible by road? 
 
Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:45:48] those areas aren't roadless because they have roads now, yeah. 
 
Speaker 6: So they're the roaded roadless. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. There's a lot of them even before the 2003 roadless rule, there's a lot of acres that have 
managed to be timber harvested out there, and those aren't within the [crosstalk 00:46:00]. 
 
Speaker 6: Okay. 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. Okay. 



 
Speaker 6: What's the name of this plan for these roads that are giving private access to communities once the 
logging operations are done? 
 
Speaker 1: The rule does propose to build any roads, so [crosstalk 00:46:15]- 
 
Speaker 6: I think I read that most of them will be decommissioned, right? 
 
Speaker 1: Well, yeah, it probably does say that. A lot of the strategy nowadays is more temporary road 
construction. 
 
Speaker 6: So once the logging's done, our decommissioned roads that are not getting anything [crosstalk 
00:46:28] communities. 
 
Speaker 1: Well, if the road was specifically for timber saling, then that would be apt. But there could be roads 
for other purposes such as developing this whole watershed water source, or communication site, or tourism 
activity, other things out there. So there's other purposes for building roads other than for accessing [crosstalk 
00:46:49]- 
 
Speaker 6: But the logging roads are pretty much done when the logging's done? 
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Speaker 1: It depends from sale to sale. I mean, you'd have to take look at each individual sale and what the 
long-term plan is. Because nowadays we're doing a lot of stewardship work, the restoration and whatnot, so the 
road may be needed for longer term, and then we're going to ask other tourism activities if access to that 
fishing place or a tourists or something that there could be a purpose to keep those roads up. 
 
Speaker 10: [crosstalk 00:47:16]. That's a joke. 
 
Speaker 13: [crosstalk 00:47:19] have time for a question. 
 
Speaker 1: One more question? 
 
Speaker 13: Yeah. 
 
Speaker 1: Okay. All right. Who wants to get the last question? 
 
Speaker 13: What's your favorite color? Green? 
 
Speaker 1: Green forest. 
 
Speaker 13: [crosstalk 00:47:37] what actually spurs the creating of this new proposal? Is it something in the 
schedule within the existing plan, or is this the effect of industry logging and- 
 
Speaker 1: In terms of the regulation itself, what started it? 
 
Speaker 13: Yeah. What spurred that creation? 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. Well, there's been a long contention in Alaska about the application of the roadless rule here. 
Ever since the beginning. In 2001 when they wrote this rule, when it came out as a proposed rule that 
exempted the Tongass. And then there was a period where the Tongass was going to not be exempt, it was 



going to apply for the Tongass, but it was going to have a three year period before it actually applied. And then 
when the 2001 rule finally came out and got finalized, the Tongass, it didn't apply to the Tongass. 
 
Speaker 1: So I think there is some sense that that decision making, how it went from it was exempt, originally 
that was the plan, then it was going to have some space, then all of a sudden it just kind of came down, hasn't 
set well with some people, and I would say the state of Alaska. So this thing has been important since day one, 
and that's why you get this kind of back and forth, and I think the State of Alaska saw an opportunity to engage 
in some rule making. 
 
Speaker 9: It's not really a question. Can you just explain exactly what was happening between seven and 
nine, because I think there's a lot [crosstalk 00:49:12]- 
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Speaker 1: Yeah. I can do that right now. Okay. So what we're going to do, we're going to take a 30 minutes 
break, and what we're going to do at 7:00, it's called a [crosstalk 00:49:24] subsistence hearing is what it is. So 
as part of developing an environmental impact statement, we need to look at what are the impacts to 
subsistence resources? So impacts could be your build would need to access those subsistence resources, or 
there's actually the management of access and availability. So what we do during this period of time that's 
prescribed in the [Milka 00:49:50] we kind of set up a hearing is what we do. 
 
Speaker 1: And we've got some microphones, and people come up, and they read their testimony. Some 
people just speak freely, some people have prepared statements, however you want to do it. Depending on 
how many people actually sign up, we may have to meter out how much time, because if we have 100 people 
and two hours, we want to make sure everybody has an opportunity to speak. And what it does, we'll take 
those recordings and you're officially on the record at that point in time, we give them to a professional 
transcriber, they transcribe them up, they go into public comments specifically for [crosstalk 00:50:22]. 
 
Speaker 9: And specifically that's assistance for hunting, fishing- 
 
Speaker 1: I would say that's the intent, but people have talked about A to Z in terms of what they want to say 
here. But the intent is to provide some assistance and information. We're good on that? 
 
Speaker 14: Question on that. So is it kind of like our own testimony, we can comment, it's all people? 
 
Speaker 1: It's all people. Yeah. It's all people. Really the testimony we get, we'll first look at it in terms of 
impacts to sustenance resources and the environmental impact statement, but if there's other information in 
there we'll just treat as public given comments and in the end consider that, too. But they don't have any more 
weight one way or the other. Just some people like to speak more than write, so. 
 
Speaker 14: And when you define subsistence, it is livelihood, or like I mean the forest provides oxygen 
[crosstalk 00:51:21]- 
 
Speaker 1: Yeah. So there's a rule preference for subsistence users protected under federal law. So Skagway 
is one of the communities designated as a rule community. So residents of this community have the right to 
take subsistence resources whether that's deer, or berries, or gathering firewood, all these things that can be 
done under the conservatory subsistence authority. 
 
Speaker 13: And folks, just to remind you that we are taking public comments, and any type of written 
comment, bring it back here and we'll add it into the reference pool. 
 
Speaker 1: Okay. All right. Are we all good? 7:00? All right. 
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Speaker 13: Real quick, we've got someone from the southeast conservation council brought a little banner 
here in support of alternative one like I am, we're going to take a quick photo up here in the front if anybody 
wants to get in the photo [crosstalk 00:52:07]. Oh, good. Yeah. [crosstalk 00:52:07]. 
 
Speaker 5: Where are we going? Do we go up front? 
 
Speaker 15: Oh, you would know the best place. We can do it right here. [crosstalk 00:52:38]. 
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Haines Alaska Roadless Rule Public Meeting: Recorded on December 7th, 2019 
 
Ken: So in January of 2018, the state of Alaska petitioned the Secretary of Agriculture for a full exemption of 
the Tongass National Forest citing the need for economic 
 
development opportunities. As you know, the Tongass National Forest is extremely unique. It's unique in size 
at 16.7 million acres, the Tongass is the largest national forest in the national forest system. Also the percent of 
roadless areas, as I said before Tongass has 55% of it's considered roadless areas. That's fairly unusual for a 
national forest to have that much roadless area. 
 
Ken: Also, the local community dependence on the Tongass is unique. About 80% of Southeast Alaska is 
comprised of the Tongass National Forest. In addition, 32 communities throughout Southeast Alaska are 
completely surrounded by a national forest system. That makes whatever occurs on the Tongass extremely 
important to these communities. 
 
Ken: Then also lastly, the unique statutory considerations is very unique to the Tongass. Specifically, we have 
the Tongass Timber Reform Act and then the National Interest Lands and Conservation Act that apply to the 
Tongass as well as other areas, but it's pretty unique for a national forest to have those kind of statutory 
considerations. 
 
Ken: So, when we received the petition ... or the secretary received the petition in January, he felt that an 
Alaska specific Roadless Rule would be a good platform to develop a long term and durable approach for 
managing roadless areas and also managing it in context of Alaska's unique social economic and ecological 
situation. 
 
Ken: And so, in June of 2018 the secretary directed the Forest Service to begin working on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. In August of 2018, the Forest Service issued a notice of intent to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement, which initiated the entire rule making process and it also initiated a 45 day public scoping 
process which occurred last September and October. 
 
Ken: Based on that scoping process, we received about 144,000 comments. Based on those 144,000 
comments, we started working on developing the alternatives that are now included in the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement, which we issued in September of 2019. And then ... or we issued it in October of 2019 and 
we issued the notice of availability for the draft Environmental Impact Statement as well as the proposed rule 
and that initiated the 60 day public comment period which we're in today. It ends on December 17th. 



 
Speaker 2: Can you characterize those comments you've received? 
 
Ken: Well, it's really hard to ... I can get into that a little bit too here, but that question comes up a lot and I 
would say that the majority of the commenters supported a no action alternative. 
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Speaker 3: What, in terms of majority, what kind of numbers were presented [inaudible 00:03:50]? 
 
Ken: I would say like 90%. That's hard to really characterize be the majority of those 144,000 comments are 
what we call form letters and so that means one side had a very effective form campaign to get the people out 
and commenting on it. 
 
Ken: Based on those ... as you know, the proposed rule that we identified in October is the alternative six, the 
full exemption alternative. What that means is there's going to be no regulatory prohibitions on timber harvest, 
road construction, or road reconstruction within the 9.2 million acres of inventory roadless areas on the 
Tongass National Forest. However, that doesn't mean that there's no direction or constraints on any activity on 
those 9.2 million acres. Those activities would be guided by primarily the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan as well as 
the [inaudible 00:05:03] of other environmental laws, regulations, and policies that we had to follow. 
 
Ken: Also on alternative six, on the Chugach National Forest, the 2001 Roadless Rule would remain in place. 
However, there is an administrative correction and boundary modification process that we're proposing for the 
Chugach National Forest. And so, based on 20 years of experience of implementing the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
we found a need for an administrative mechanism to be able to change minor boundary modifications based on 
change conditions, new mapping, and also just finding errors in our matter. 
 
Ken: So one of the other alternatives that we considered is the required no action alternative. That means the 
2001 Roadless Rule would remain in place on both the Chugach and Tongass National Forest unchanged. 
This is a required alternative. Between alternative one and alternative six, we kind of considered that the book 
end of our alternatives, of our range of alternatives that we considered. 
 
Ken: This kind of gets at your question about some of the nature of the comments we got, based on the 
144,000 comments we received during scoping, we identified three key issues that helped us drive the 
development of the alternatives and also helped us frame up our analysis. Those three key issues was to 
conserve the [inaudible 00:06:42] characteristics, which seems fairly obvious. Then second one was to support 
community socioeconomic well being. This also includes Alaskan native culture and rural subsistence lifestyle 
is built into that issue. Then lastly, the last issue that we heard people were concerned about was conserving 
terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biodiversity. 
 
Ken: So what we did with those comments and those alternatives, we needed to develop a range of 
alternatives that addressed those three significant issues. One way we did that was to develop a range of 
management approaches to apply within roadless areas. Going from most restricted to least restricted, we 
developed one to five different roadless area management categories, with watershed priority being the most 
restrictive. 
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Ken: We've developed this watershed management category in response to what we heard was people did not 
want the key watersheds to be impacted and there was a high level of concerns towards fisheries. So what we 
did is, we developed a management category that's more restrictive than the 2001 Roadless Rule. When we 
say more restrictive, that means there's less exceptions that could occur, less things that you could do within 
these areas that we identify as large in priority. 
 
Ken: We applied those to key watersheds that were identified in the 2016 Forest Plan. Those key watersheds 
were also known as the Tongass 77 Watersheds and the Nature Conservancy Autobahn Society Conservation 
areas. We applied that to those watersheds within roadless areas. There is another category that we applied 
and it's called LUD Two priority. This management category within roadless areas essentially mimics the 
statutory requirements for LUD Twos, and LUD stands for Land Use Designation. The LUD Two areas were 
established by congress to be managed for wild land character. 
 
Ken: It's very very similar to roadless area management, however slightly different. So, we had with the 2001 
Roadless Rule, we had a statutory requirement that we have to meet and have no discretion not to meet as 
well as another layer on top of the 2001 Roadless Rule. Those two directions are similar but different. It was 
kind of confusing to both the public as well as land managers. So, to simplify that we tried to boil it down just to 
the statutory considerations or requirements. 
 
Ken: The roadless management category, roadless priority, is very similar to the 2001 Roadless Rule 
requirements, however it's just a little bit less restrictive in that we allow for Alaska specific concerns that we 
heard such as development for hydropower access and tree harvest for native cultural uses and ... I think those 
were the big ones. 
 
Ken: Then, there was another category that we developed called Community Use Priority. We developed that 
in response to specific communities wanting greater flexibility around their communities but didn't want the 
large scale timber harvest that occurred 20 years ago near their community. So, I'll get into that a little bit more. 
 
Ken: Then lastly is timber priority, which is essentially there's really no restriction to road construction, timber 
harvest, or road reconstruction, although it is within roadless areas. So we applied those differentially across 
the alternatives, alternatives two through five. With the watershed priority, we applied that to alternatives two 
and three. The community use priority we only applied that to alternative three. The LUD Two priority, we 
applied that to alternatives two, four, and five. Timber priority is only applied to alternative four. And then, the 
roadless priority, that was kind of our catch-all management category and that applied to all the action 
alternatives that were not the book ends. 
 
Speaker 4: Can you say before you go on, the colors, it's a little hard to see the key. 
 
Ken: Yeah. So this is the timber priority and this is the acreage. So this shows the percentage or the relative 
difference of how it's applied. These green ones are the roadless 
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priorities, this is the watershed priority here, timber priority is that one, the community priority is this one, the 
LUD Two priority is right here. And those are the same acreage because that's defined by statute. 
 
Ken: So like I said before, there's these nine roadless areas characteristics that were 
 
identified in the 2001 roadless [inaudible 00:12:41] are typically found in inventory roadless areas. The state of 
Alaska had a citizen advisory preview of a group of people that helped informed their input to the process. The 
Citizen's Advisory Committee, when they reviewed the roadless area characteristics, they felt that it was not 
reflective of the conditions in Southeast Alaska. 



 
Ken: They recommended that we change those. In all the action alternatives other than alternative six, the 
roadless area characteristics developed by the state's Citizen Advisory Committee will be applied and it's not 
exactly what they provided but we had to take their input and make it operational, so we adjusted it slightly to 
make it usable for us. How the agency uses these roadless area characteristics is when we propose a project 
in roadless areas, we analyze the effects of the project against those roadless area characteristics to determine 
the effect or the impact on roadless area. 
 
Ken: So to go into a little bit more detail on these other alternatives, the non book end alternatives, alternative 
two is the most restrictive of the action alternatives. Really, it provides just a little bit more timber opportunity. 
We do that by removing these areas that we call roaded roadless areas. Like I said before, we do have some 
roadless areas that have roads in it. We have about 110,000 acres across the Tongass National Forest that we 
consider roaded roadless areas. 
 
Ken: With this alternative, we removed those roaded areas from inventory roadless designation. Those would 
have no restriction for road construction or timber harvest within those areas. In addition, we applied the 
watershed priority to the Tongass 77 watersheds and nature conservancy alongside of your conservation 
areas. In addition to that, we applied essentially the old growth restriction on those key watersheds outside of 
roadless areas. We applied that so that would become a regulatory requirement if this alternative were 
selected. Then the LUD Two areas which are statutory required areas to be managed in a certain way. We 
applied that management category and then the rest of the areas received the roadless areas priority. 
 
Ken: So alternative three is very similar to two in that to provide the additional timber opportunities, we dropped 
the roaded roadless areas from the inventory roadless areas, but in addition to that, we have areas that are 
adjacent to the roaded roadless areas. We call those the logical extensions of the road system. These are 
areas that we felt were the most likely areas to be harvested or the most economical areas to be harvested 
because they're in close proximity to an existing transportation system. 
 
Ken: Those areas which we them out to a watershed boundary, those areas were dropped from roadless area 
designation. Then also, we only applied the watershed priority to this alternative and then the remaining areas 
received the roadless priority. We also applied the community priority and the community use priority area, like 
I said before, it was 
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based on comments that people wanted additional flexibility around their communities, however, they were 
concerned about large scale timber harvest. 
 
Ken: So what we did here is we allowed small scale timber harvest within these community use priority areas 
and we define the small scale timber harvest as less than one million boards each per sale. We only looked at 
it in context of if it were requested by a municipal government, a tribal government, or a non profit community 
association as defined by Alaska's statute. 
 
Ken: We applied it to Juneau, Ketchikan, Sitka, Wrangell, Allakaket, Kake, and Hydaburg. We would consider 
applying it to other communities if requested by municipal government, a tribal government, or a non profit 
community association. 
 
Speaker 5: I have a question. 
 
Ken: Sure. 
 
Speaker 5: In the roaded roadless areas in the extensions that you talked about, what consideration is given to 
not fragmenting old growth? When you look at those areas, did you consider that at all? 



 
Ken: We did not. It was just purely the areas that were currently roaded and the areas immediately adjacent to 
those. There's about 110,000 roaded roadless and another addition 110,000 adjacent or the logical extensions. 
So about a total 220 I think. 
 
Speaker 5: Thank you. 
 
Ken: Alternative four provides a little bit more greater opportunity for timber harvest. Here based on the 2016 
Forest Plan, they identify or they mapped out across the landscape, areas that they were considered okay for 
development. We called those the Development LUDs or the Development Land Use Designations. What we 
did here is we applied the timber priority, and if you remember that pretty much allows timber harvest and road 
construction within those areas, even though they're roadless areas. 
 
Ken: We applied those to the two development LUDs that were identified in the 2016 Forest Plan, specifically 
the timber priority land use designation, the timber development land use designation, and the modified 
landscape land use designation. This alternative also drops the logical extensions and the roaded roadless 
areas from roadless area designation. Then, we also applied LUD to the remaining are received that roadless 
area priority. 
 
Ken: Alternative five is very similar to one of the citizens advisory committee alternatives or options developed 
and basically there's three land use designations that were identified in the Forest Plan for development. All 
those would be removed from roadless area designation. That would be the timber development, the modified 
landscape, as well as scenic areas. 
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Ken: In addition, during the 2016 process we identified areas with mineral potential. That mineral overlayed 
those areas with mineral potential were also dropped from roadless area designations. So, obviously we have a 
range of alternatives with alternative one being the most restrictive and all 9.2 million acres remain in 
designated roadless areas all the way to no acres in alternative six being designated as roadless areas. 
 
Ken: You might look at, it generally follows ... this is most restricted to least restricted. Then you kind of look at 
these acreages and go, "Well, it doesn't really follow." There's some reasons for that. Even though we dropped 
some roadless areas from alternative two, like that 220 or 110,000 acres of roaded roadless areas, we also 
added some. So, we looked at the 2003 and the 2008 wilderness inventories and we looked at the areas that 
were greater than 5,000 acres and we added those areas back into the roadless inventory. 
 
Ken: In addition to that, the 2001 Roadless Rule did not consider small islands and did not designate small 
islands as roadless areas. What we did is those islands that were not roaded, we added those into the roadless 
inventory. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 6: How is the selection for the Citizen's Advisory Committee representatives, how is that made? 
 
Ken: I do not know because that was a state process and the state did all that. I wish we had somebody from 
the state here. I'm not familiar with how they did that. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 7: What was the habitat like with the conditions of the islands? How did you ... what islands were 
appropriate and which weren't- 
 
Ken: It was just whether they had roads or not. Roads and timber harvest. Those two things were the driving 
criteria. Then you also look at this one, alternative three and you go, "Well, why is this less than alternative 
four?" We were saying that this is more restrictive than this alternative. The reason why is because of those 
LUD Two designations. Those LUD Two designations, we dropped them from alternative three because they 



already have statutory protection. So, we felt it was unnecessary and it was also very confusing to have two 
layers of direction, a statutory and a regulatory set of direction within here. We feel that the LUD Two areas, 
even though they are not included in this alternative still receive protection, and they do through the statute. So, 
our draft of Environmental Impact Statement, we summarize the impacts ... yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 8: I'm sorry. 
 
Ken: No problem. 
 
Speaker 8: The LUD status versus the other status, the statute status, how do those things ... how can they 
change? You say you eliminate the LUDs but what are the conditions it would require one to change the LUD? 
 
Ken: The LUD Two? 
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Speaker 8: Yeah. 
 
Ken: So, we don't really eliminate it, we just don't designate it as roadless areas, but it still has the LUD Two 
designation and requirements. The only way we can do that, the only want anybody can do that is through 
congress because only congress can change a law. 
 
Speaker 8: Thank you. 
 
Ken: In terms of the impacts, once again we have a range of impacts but we've received a lot of criticism about 
our environmental effects analysis and one of the reasons people have been criticizing us is they look at this 
chart and they say, "Clearly alternative six, you're dropping all the roadless area protection across 9.2 million 
acres. How can you have such little effect?" The reason we don't have a lot of effects across all the alternatives 
is the 2016 Forest Plan is kind of the back stop to the effects. 
 
Ken: All the impact, the majority of the impacts to roadless areas, which are timber harvest, road construction, 
would be driven by the level of timber harvest. That level of timber harvest does not change across any of the 
alternatives. That is why you don't see a large difference in environmental impact. So, the 2016 Forest Plan 
identified 46 million board feet per year that the Forest Service should be offering up for sale. 
 
Ken: That number, that 46 million board feet is based off of the Forest Service estimate of demand which we're 
required to, by law, to product through the Tongass Timber Reform Act. That number does not change in any of 
these alternatives and we can't ... we're never going to go above that unless the demand changes and we have 
a process in place with the 2016 Forest Plan to modify that as needed. Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 9: Considering that that could happen, that there could ... it could change, why is it that now that we 
know what we know, why isn't carbon issues, aren't they listed as impact? In other words, the effect on the 
planet. 
 
Ken: The carbon storage issue ... we've received a lot of criticism on that too. Once again, it's all related to the 
level of harvest. From our perspective and when you look at it as Tongass wide impact, it doesn't matter if 
you're getting 46 million board feet of timber in non roadless areas or a mix of roadless areas and non roadless 
areas. You still have the same amount of carbon removal and the same amount of sequestration. 
 
Speaker 9: I guess what I'm wondering is, haven't we progressed enough that it should actually get its own little 
box? That's what I'm saying. Even if the answer for it is the same as what you said, because we're already 
limited by how much timber is being taken, why doesn't it appear? 
 



Ken: Mainly it's our process, the way the National Environmental Policy Act basically says we should focus in 
on the significant issues. If it doesn't change across alternatives, we don't consider that to be a significant issue 
therefore, we shouldn't spend our time doing a lot of analysis. That is one way we try to make our analysis 
more efficient is by 
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not focusing our analysis on things that don't change across alternatives and we believe that that does not 
change across alternatives. 
 
Speaker 9: Today. 
 
Ken: Today. Correct. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 10: So you're assuming that the impacts are the same because the volumes are the same. If you're 
talking about reroading or new roads into old growth, that was the assumption that you had to make then? 
 
Ken: Yeah. So the- 
 
Speaker 10: That the impacts were the same? That doesn't seem at all appropriate. 
 
Ken: So the 2016 Forest Plan estimated amount of roads absent a Roadless Rule and I think they estimated it 
to be 24 miles of road that would be constructed across the next hundred years and we felt like that was fairly 
insignificant. When you look at it in context of Southeast Alaska, essentially that's no effect. Yeah. We are 
going to relook at that because like you said, we've got a lot- 
 
Speaker 10: There's a lot of issues associated with that that you're not considering [inaudible 00:28:50]. 
 
Ken: Yeah. Then also, the second part of that is the key watersheds are protected as well as the environmental 
constraints that we have that are identified in the Forest Plan such as riparian buffers and beach buffers, et 
cetera that still apply across all the alternatives. Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 11: It's not just carbon, it's warming, it's erosion, and roads are going to impact that even if the level of 
volume of timber harvest stays the same. We're living in a country now where we ... our homes may be 
threatened by major forest fires, fisheries are already being impacted and we're doing something right with this 
roadless area that we have right now and that's why you've gotten so many comments to keep it. I feel like 
what you're presenting here is not inadequate enough. 
 
Ken: Yeah. Well, I appreciate that. Please submit your comments to tell us how we could do it differently. In 
terms of the effects, right now we feel fairly confident that it's fairly minimal based on the fact that the level of 
harvest doesn't change. Our perspective is if you're cutting an acre in non roadless versus an acre in roadless, 
it's similar effects. 
 
Frank: Let me just help with that a little bit because one things you guys remember, in 2016 Forest Plan, we 
wrote that because we are continuing our transition to young growth. Young growth stands already have roads 
in them and that's why we're not building more roads. We're going to continue migrating to young growth and 
so we hope to have it all young growth within the next 15 year. I mean, that's our plan. That's why ... Ken 
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keeps talking about the back stop, that's our Forest Plan. That's what we're holding to. Just remember that 
that's where we're going to continue to head down that road. 
 
Speaker 13: So, what happens with the next Forest Plan? It might not be the same people writing that plan, 
there might not be the same kind of input. You could see a totally different Forest Plan and then that might not 
have that back stop. 
 
Ken: I'm not going to say that you couldn't. There'll be an associated public involvement process with a Forest 
Plan revision. Who knows when that's going to happen? We don't know. 
 
Frank: Just remember, it takes almost eight years to move through a Forest Plan. It's not a fast process. But 
you're right, it could change. 
 
Ken: Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 14: I think unto that point, the Citizen's Advisory Committee which is this organization established by I 
assume the governor's office or Chris [inaudible 00:32:14] they're putting their priorities and in a sense they're 
preempting a more down at the ground level public process so that their alternatives have greater wave in fact 
than what the public input is provided to you. 
 
Ken: We consider alternatives two and three, I think they represent a lot of the people that were more towards 
the no action alternative or didn't mind a little bit adjustment to the 2001 Roadless Rule. Alternative two is very 
similar to and offers quite a bit of protection for roadless areas. The real difference in alternative two versus the 
2001 Roadless Rule is about 110,000 acres really. Yes, ma'am. 
 
Speaker 11: That's double, right? The 110 to 220,000 is like double. 
 
Ken: Yeah. From alternatives two to three. 
 
Speaker 11: No, from one to two. 
 
Speaker 15: No, one to zero. 
 
Ken: One's the [inaudible 00:33:24]. 
 
Speaker 15: One is no change. 
 
Ken: No change. 
 
Speaker 11: Right. But for what's available now. Didn't you say that there were certain number acres available 
now or did I misunderstand? 
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Ken: I don't quite understand your question. Let's talk after the main session, maybe I can help clarify that 
because I didn't understand. Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 16: I'm trying to get a picture for determining when something is labeled as roadless. In other words, 
say a road is cut through this area, how far away from the world does the classification roadless begin? In other 
words, how much acreage is that road determined to impact? 



 
Ken: That's a good question. 
 
Speaker 16: Somebody must have had that answer in order to figure out the number. So, what is it? 
 
Ken: I think it's 1,000 feet, I think. Alaska's different than the lower 48. In the lower 48, it was 200 feet but I think 
in Alaska it's 1,000. 
 
Speaker 16: So it's 1,000 feet away they're saying, "Okay. We won't take ..." But you can take all of the trees all 
of the way up to the edge of that 1,000 feet, so the road's not effecting it but the cut is effecting this particular 
area. The beginning of being labeled roadless starts at about 1,000 feet on each side? 
 
Ken: Yes. Generally speaking. That's not exactly true, it's not 100% true across the ... because a lot of the 
mapping is old, a lot of the mapping is not accurate from the original 2001 Roadless Rule designation. 
 
Speaker 16: But in order to determine the numbers, did somebody draw a map [crosstalk 00:35:05]? 
 
Ken: Yes. 
 
Speaker 16: This road would cut through this must and then all this [crosstalk 00:35:13]. 
 
Ken: Yeah. In terms of what we did for alternatives too, we took it up to a watershed amount. Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 11: So, what cost benefit analysis have you done on how much subsidies are required for opening up 
more logging and help for the industry. 
 
Ken: Yeah. Maybe you can help with this but the forest service, the timber purchasers have to pay for 
[inaudible 00:35:42] roads. You hear about how across the ... everybody's been talking about how the forest 
service subsidizes that, but a lot of those caught ... it depends on how you look at costs of a timber program. 
They include our entire timber budget in that calculation when they say we're losing money and subsidizing it. A 
lot of those funds are used for administrative purposes, a lot of those funds are used for timber sales never are 
offered or sold, and a lot of it's for the analysis associated with it. But the actual timber sale itself, we have laws 
that require us that they can't be below cost. 
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Frank: And it funds a lot of our restoration work. All of our, well not all but a good amount of our restoration 
work is funded by timber sales. 
 
Speaker 11: You need less restoration if you cut less. Make fewer problems, correct? 
 
Frank: We're fixing stuff that was clear cut 60-70 years ago. 
 
Ken: Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 18: I'm just wondering, since the 2016 plan how many million acres have been cut annually? 
 
Ken: Do you know that? I do not know that. It's around 30 million. It's not very high. 
 
Speaker 18: So it seems like you are having fewer impacts over the last few years, which if you increase to 
your alternative where you can cut whatever and you have roads, you will have the maximum cuts possibly and 
have many greater impacts. 
 



Ken: Potentially. However, the base line we're considering is the effects permeated at 46 million board feet of 
harvest per year. That's what we consider our base line, our no action alternative. 
 
Speaker 18: But it seems like as soon as you increase the amount of area you can road, you're going to have- 
 
Ken: Maybe and maybe not. A lot of it's demand driven. The tariffs are reducing demands so that's having an 
effect on the amount of volume we sell. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 19: You touched on criticism regarding costs, economic costs of these sales. I wanted to ask you a 
little bit more about that. There's a non partisan group based in east coast that's been around looking at the 
Tongass for at least 40 or so years, Taxpayers or Common Sense. It came out with a report in October of this 
year and it's saying there's a lot of ways to look at costs versus benefits. 
 
Speaker 19: They have an array. They look at several different perspectives but the best I can determine from 
looking at all of those is that it costs the federal treasury $20 for every dollar that they take in with the timber 
program. I guess my question is, is there anything in federal regulation that requires these timber sales to 
actually make money for the federal treasury and if not, where's the cut off? 
 
Ken: Yes. There is a regulation that we can not have a below cost. It doesn't necessarily have to make a lot of 
money, but it can't be below cost. I'm not the best person to talk to that. Are you versed in the [crosstalk 
00:39:42]. 
 
Frank: No. I don't know. I can't answer your question. I just know the cost [inaudible 00:39:47] they have to be 
able to show apply. Black and red. It has to be a positive sale. 
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Speaker 19: Even 20 or 30 years ago, this same organization came up with similar inclusions about the 
Tongass. That's been worn out. A lot of people have looked at the economics of these things. I guess what I'm 
wondering is who's getting the money from this? Somebody. If the government's paying 20 bucks for every 
dollar that they take in, somebody's getting rich. Is it the multi billionaires? It's not us. 
 
Ken: Like I said before, a lot of it depends on how you account for this. The office we're in is being paid by ... 
some of it by the timber appropriations that are made by congress as well as the other things. I think it gets 
spread out. It gets spread out in salaries, leases, contracts, other things. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 20: So the 46 million board feet, which is the 2016 Forest Plan harvest volume. Yet, you said over the 
last umpteen years you've probably cut 30 million. So maybe on the Tongass right now we're cutting 10 million 
a year? 
 
Ken: No it's 30 probably average. 
 
Speaker 20: Oh, 30 average. Okay. The 30 average is actually timber that's going to a mill. It's actually cost 
effective in the sense that a sale is offered and then there has been bidders that have bid on the sale and then 
cut the timber? 
 
Ken: [crosstalk 00:41:51] We kind of got stuck here. Let's see. Like you said, we're almost done here. There's 
multiple ways you can get additional information. We have two websites, the project website and a general 
forest ... our roadless website. There's a handout over there with the website addresses. We also have a story 
map online that you can go to. This last tab is probably the most useful tab because that last tab you can turn 
on and off all the alternative layers as well as certain data layers and you can zoom in and out. So, you can go 
to a specific area of your interest on the Tongass to see how the alternatives mesh with that area that you're 
interested in. 



 
Ken: There's multiple ways to comment. You can go to the regulations.gov website, comment there. We have a 
project website. I would say that this project website is the best way to comment because it has all our fields 
that we're interested in and you can just fill it out or you can send a hard copy to that address and we would 
consider it that way. We also have a inbox, an electronic inbox that you can send comments to. Or you can 
provide comments to us here, written comments to us at this meeting and we'll make sure that they're entered 
into the system for consideration. 
 
Ken: Next steps, the public comment process, this 60 day comment period ends December 17th. We will need 
to have your comments by then. We're wrapping up the public meetings and subsistence hearings. We were 
supposed to have them wrapped up last month but we're still trying to wrap them up now. I think this might be 
the last ... well no, we've got one more next week. Then we will, once the comment period closes, we will begin 
work on the FEIS, the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Ken: During that time, we will continue our Tribal and Alaska Native Corporation consultation, government-to-
government consultation, as well as we will continue to 
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meet with the public and address your concerns and if you want, we can come back out and help you ... we'll 
meet with you if you want and discuss your concerns. Then hopefully, we plan to have the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement out in late spring of 2020. After that, the Secretary of Agriculture will review the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, make a determination on what should become the final rule and in summer of 
2020, we plan to issue a final Roadless Rule and a Final Environmental Impact Statement. So, let's go to this 
guy on the left. 
 
Speaker 21: Couple of questions. One, as this process was going through in the fall, which alternative were you 
thinking you were more leaning towards until our governor basically sat down with Donald Trump on his 
airplane, Air Force One, and Trump basically gave the edict I guess to Purdue that we need to go for the 
maximum total exemption. Was there any ... how did that gerrymander your process making? 
 
Ken: Well, we're just process people. We developed a range of alternatives that were responsitive. We knew 
that the Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible official in this, could select any one of those alternatives that 
we developed. It's not up to me to decide which alternative is selected, it's up to the Secretary of Agriculture to 
decide that. He weighs a lot of different things as well as the information contained in the drafted Environmental 
Impact Statement as well as direction from his boss. 
 
Speaker 21: I have one other question. As the sales are ... I think that there's been the cry that a lot of these 
sales for years has been losing money for the government, the government basically has tried to gerrymander 
a lot of the ways these sales are structured for yellow cedar, red cedar, because a lot of those things could go 
in round log export. It seems to me that if you build these roads in these areas, it's basically is going to increase 
the ability to cut old growth, which again basically goes as round log export, which is throwing money away in 
my perspective because a lot of that money basically ends up going to China. Granted, we do have tariffs now 
that have been conservation issue or basically provided some conservation. 
 
Speaker 21: That's really one of my concerns is that you start punching more roads in, not only the expense of 
the roads but you're also ... that's sort of a gerrymandering way of actually increasing the potential sale of area 
of a particular sale. 
 
Ken: I won't disagree, it does provide greater flexibility for the agency. 
 
Speaker 11: There's a document online that kind of summarizes the public comments today and there was a 
list of issues that maybe 15 that you identified as significant issues identified by the public to date. I thought 
those were all really good important significant issues, but there was nothing in there about climate change or 



global warming or our ocean acidification, all those things that really are strongly impacting us in this 
community where we live and that the Tongass, being roadless currently, is literally our firewall. 
 
Ken: I'm not going to dispute the fact that climate change is a big issue across the world. From our perspective, 
that doesn't really change with any of the alternatives. It's still a big issues worldwide. However, in terms of the 
contribution of the Roadless Rule to 
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that, we do not believe that effects the carbon sequestration concern because, once again, that's based on the 
fact that the level of harvest doesn't change throughout any of the alternatives. 
 
Speaker 11: I'm an aquatic ecologist okay, and I know that when you put in roads, you warm the land. When 
you cut trees, you warm the land. Every single thing we can do to protect our healthy whole forest is significant. 
For you to say it isn't, I don't know where that's coming from. 
 
Ken: Definitely provide that as input. Let me get, yes sir, in the back? 
 
Speaker 23: I heard you repeat this now a couple of times the idea that because you're looking at a specific 
volume of board feet that's going to a mill that you are equating that somehow to an absolutely equivalent effect 
in terms of carbon sequestration or carbon release in the logging activity and that's just scientifically false. 
That's flat out false. I think you probably even know that. 
 
Speaker 23: You know that obviously, completely clear cutting an old road forest and removing a certain 
amount of volume of board feet, you can log in a very very different manner and get a very different amount of 
carbon release maybe over a wider area, but less carbon release per acre and get a similar amount of board 
feet. The idea that you're just equating those across the board is just scientifically false. It doesn't seem fair to 
present that information to the public or present it as information because it's not actually correct information. 
 
Ken: Okay. Appreciate that. Yes, sir? Right here. 
 
Speaker 7: You say you'd get to the question I had regarding the 350,000 roughly acres that were not included. 
 
Ken: Okay, yes. I thought I address that. As I said, we did look at the ... I'll kind of try to describe how we 
decided what acres were in and out. We looked at the Road Rule list, the logical extensions, we looked at 
errors, land exchanges, all that. We removed some and then we also looked at the 2003, 2008 roadless area 
inventories and we added some stuff in there. What you have there is plus and minus. You saw that one chart 
that had various acres. The alternative two actually had more designated roadless areas than the 2001 
Roadless Rule designated. I don't know if that answered your question or not. What specific 350,000 acres are 
you talking about? 
 
Speaker 7: There's a variety of places down in Tenakee, that's one in particular, where there's a number of 
drainages there that're not included. 
 
Ken: There's what? 
 
Speaker 7: A number of drainages were not included there, for one. There's multiple places across the 
Tongass that are not included and I'm just wondering why they were excluded from the inventory. 
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Ken: In terms of ... I can't tell you specifically a specific area. We looked at the ... there's other areas that were 
not included in the 2001 roadless inventory and that were part of the 2003, 2008 inventories and if those areas 
were greater than 5,000 acres, we generally included them as part of the new inventory. Yeah. 
 
Speaker 25: You made a comment at the beginning of your presentation when you were asked how many 
letters did you get disposed and what the percentage of those letters basically leaning in one direction or the 
other and you made the comment that of those, a certain percentage of those were form letters. It sounded like 
you dismissed that that is a typical way of weeding out particular comments. Is that true and if that's so, how do 
you weigh somebody who basically may have a job that can't sit down and attend a full on meeting like this, full 
on comments, and they do rely on an organization that may provide them a quick way of responding to 
something? 
 
Ken: The National Environmental Policy Act process, the process we're using here, it's not a voting process. 
What it is is, we look at the issue raised and we follow the process outlined NEPA to essentially address the 
merits of the issue. We don't consider it in context of number of people that are a vote essentially. In terms of 
the NEPA process, it's not a majority rules process. However, that doesn't mean that that doesn't get 
considered. I just don't consider that. The Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible official, has broad discretion 
to consider a wide variety of things and that may be part of what he considers ultimately. In terms of our 
process and my end of it, that does not come into play. The number of ... how people are leaning one way or 
another. Our job is just to articulate the effects really based on the issues that people raised. If somebody 
raises an issue 50,000 times, it's still one issue to me and that's the way we consider it in our process. Yes 
ma'am, you had a question? 
 
Speaker 26: Yeah. But that just raised another one though. In other words, if the majority of Southeast 
Alaskans do not want to get rid of the Roadless Rule, they wanted alternative one, that wouldn't matter? 
 
Ken: It might matter to the Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible official. But in terms of the process that we 
use to feed into his decision, the environmental impacts, it does not. 
 
Speaker 26: Okay. Well, different question. I got the impression from Nicholas who brought up there are 
different ways to cut and you're going to get different impacts. I'm wondering if opening up ... you're saying if 
you have 46 million board feet allowed per year, it doesn't matter how you cut is what I'm hearing from you. 
 
Ken: No. It does matter how you cut. However, that's a project level concern so at the project level is where 
they would consider that. This is a programmatic analysis where we mean to stay broad and we aren't going to 
prescribe how a project should be cutting timber because there's too many variables. It's just generally not a 
good policy decision to be very prescriptive, so we're going to try to remain broad. The 2001 Roadless Rule 
was specific to the prohibition of timber harvest, road construction, road reconstruction, and 
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we're trying to remain at that level at this level of policy development and leave those, the how-to's, to the local 
decision makers. 
 
Speaker 26: But isn't it obvious that if you're going into a roadless area, you will have myriad effects? 
 
Ken: Yeah. You will have myriad effects. 
 
Speaker 26: And they would be greater than if you're going into an already roaded area. Isn't' that an impact 
that you need to consider? 



 
Ken: It is but based on the 2016 Forest Plan and really our analysis shows when we ... if we selected 
alternative six, the bottom line effect is it does ... it would open up 185,000 acres additional areas for potential 
harvest. We know that all those 185,000 acres are not going to be harvested. Based on the 2016 Forest Plan, 
the estimate of potential road construction is very very small when you consider it in context of 24 miles across 
the next hundred years. A lot of that's attributed to the fact that we have this young growth strategy that will 
remain in place, the transition strategy, and the majority of that is already rooted and we will still be moving 
towards that young growth transition strategy. I think there was a question back here? 
 
Speaker 27: Another federal agency, the Bureau of Land Management recently had to withdraw a bunch of oil 
and gas lease sales across the west in order to consider the cumulative impacts of releasing those sales on the 
carbon crisis and how it relates to the carbon that's released from those sales, so knowing that deforestation 
has a huge impact on climate, wouldn't it be smart for the Forest Service to also reconsider all of its 
deforestation activities on national forests in light of the current climate crisis and biodiversity loss crisis? 
 
Ken: Maybe. I don't know. That's a good question. Definitely put that into a comment. I don't really know how to 
answer that, sorry. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 28: [inaudible 00:59:22] ask a question but I'll just make a statement. Following up on what Clay said 
about the number of form letters versus other means of communicating, it does seem like a very unfair 
characterization on your part to indicate that somehow the form letters are less valued because any group, 
whether it's pro industry or some religious group wants to cut trees or doesn't want to cut trees, they can do the 
same type of organizing, present the same number of form letters in the same manner that people how are 
critical of the plan presented. I think it would really behoove you to just say you've gotten so many comments 
and this is the percent that favored the various alternatives instead of just trying to say, "Well, this is just the 
form letters." [inaudible 01:00:27] 
 
Ken: You're correct. I apologize if I'm demeaning the form letter commenters. That's not my intent. I think all the 
input is valuable. What I'm trying to say is that from my stand point, a form letter really is like one thing. 
However many issues that form letter raises, say it raises three issues, we address those three issues in our 
EIS and we don't consider 
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how many times it was submitted. Yeah, I don't mean that that's not valuable, so I apologize for that. 
 
Speaker 28: Okay because I've seen several [inaudible 01:01:21] at least one time in my experience 
characterize vast majority of comments that were against a policy as those that were [inaudible 01:01:29] and 
self selected. [inaudible 01:01:29] I hope that those days are over. 
 
Ken: I definitely don't believe that and I think everybody's input is valuable. Like I said, the stuff I'm responsible 
for, I don't consider numbers. However, the responsible official has broad discretion to consider various factors 
including how many people commented and how they commented. 
 
Speaker 11: In Alaska I've seen a slate of original comments and then I've seen the resulting summary or 
extraction of those into issues and I find that there's a lot lost in that translation. 
 
Ken: I don't disagree with that. That is a really hard process and so I'll just describe how we do that. We have a 
contractor who's looking at all 180,000 that we have so far, comments, and they are putting them into buckets 
and trying to characterize that and then they give it to us. We've been working with them for the last month 
trying to make sure that the ... how they articulate those comments are reflective of the true intent. It's a really 
hard process- 
 



Speaker 29: Who is this contact? And how are they chosen? 
 
Ken: Basically, through a bidding process. 
 
Speaker 29: How is the contact? 
 
Ken: Tetra Tech. 
 
Speaker 29: Who? 
 
Ken: Tetra Tech. Yes sir? 
 
Speaker 30: How would you rate the governor of Alaska, if he wrote a letter to you representing the people of 
the city of Alaska. Would he be looked at representing seven or eight hundred thousand people here or do you 
look to him as one? 
 
Ken: In context of how I would consider it is I don't even consider who it's from. It gets filtered to me by what the 
issue is and we address the issue. However, that doesn't mean that the responsible official ... I'm sure the 
responsible official looks at that differently than I do. 
 
Speaker 30: Would it be the Secretary- 
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Ken: Secretary of Agriculture. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 31: Who actually has made the decision that alternative six ... I know the secretary will make the final 
decision, is that correct? 
 
Ken: That's correct. 
 
Speaker 31: Okay. Who is submitting this proposal six, alternative six as the preferred? Is it a collective group, 
is it all of you guys, is there an individual? 
 
Ken: There's an individual. 
 
Speaker 31: An individual. How do we know he's basing his assessment on that alternative, on the information 
you're providing him essentially. 
 
Ken: The Secretary of Agriculture is the individual who selected the proposal alternative. 
 
Speaker 31: He's made the proposal for six? 
 
Ken: The state actually proposed it in their petition. 
 
Speaker 31: Sure, yeah. 
 
Ken: But the Secretary of Agriculture makes the proposal and he considers not only the information we provide 
but he has broad discretion to consider other things too. In this case I'm sure ... in the proposed rule, he said ... 
gave deference to the state. I think ... 
 
Speaker 31: You were next? 
 



Speaker 32: One of the ... maybe it's a step beyond this, but the issue that we end up exporting raw logs and 
then buying it back as lumber after a whole bunch of other people made money is just ... even before the tariff 
wars is just giant bullshit because we make the sacrifice, we take the risk in our whole ecosystem and then we 
buy inflated price things and the money is not recycled in our economy and here we are sitting thinking that we 
have to depend on oil and really consumptive resources. It just seems like the wrong people have to give and 
the wrong people get. 
 
Speaker 32: To be honest, as far as who gets to make the decision, my guess is the collective scientific 
knowledge in this room is greater than that in the Secretary of Agriculture that we have right now. So, it's really 
hard to bear that what we say and how we think doesn't count. I certainly in a million years wouldn't want 
Dunleavy to speak for me because I've studied natural resources and continue to stay involved and so do the 
people in this room. I hope people are listened to. I don't know if there's any other way we can amplify what we 
think because it's not coming from a place of emotion, it's coming from ecological understanding. 
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Ken: With this administration and probably the secretary I would say you could amplify it through your elected 
officials. That's probably the best approach is through your elected officials to amplify your voice. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 33: Thank you. How long before ... let's say they take alternative six or whatever option they take. 
How many years or who can repeal or go back to Roadless Rule? 
 
Ken: It could be repealed with the next legislation. 
 
Speaker 33: Our next president? [crosstalk 01:07:33] 
 
Ken: Yeah. But these processes take a long time, cost a lot of money. Who knows what could happen if a 
different president were elected and we had selected alternative six whether we would go back or not. Yeah, 
regulations can be changed. 
 
Speaker 33: My next question or comment is, why are you saying that US forest sales can't be exported raw 
log spruce, maybe cedar can be. From my understanding watching lately they've been trying to avoid bringing 
in the cedar stands. I thought raw log export was prohibited. 
 
Ken: There is some sort of exception for that. I don't know how that works. Do you, Frank? 
 
Frank: You're exactly right. There is ... there are exceptions and to tell you the truth we haven't shipped 
anything lately because of the tariffs. 
 
Ken: Lately what? In the last year? 
 
Frank: Yeah. 
 
Ken: But prior to that, there's a fair amount going out of the nation forest that was being exported and it was 
yellow cedar and red cedar because there's an exclusion by Frank Makowski from 20 years ago or whatever it 
was, I don't know. 
 
Frank: Yeah. I don't know who it was. 
 
Speaker 33: It wasn't cedar because we had plywood go to Port Angeles and we bought red cedar and yellow 
cedar from the mill, from people that're harvesting it. They're from [inaudible 01:09:12]. Cedar is the only one 
that I ever said in my hundred years of being involved in this log industry to be exported. Spruce and Hemlock 
have to have the primary manufacturing requirement. 



 
Speaker 34: I don't think that's true. 
 
Speaker 33: I'm not sure. 
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Ken: Those are important issues but the roadless regulation, we're trying to keep the focus narrow on just road 
construction and timber harvest appropriated in the [inaudible 01:09:46] roadless areas. Try to keep it narrow 
and the whole export and log issue is a separate issue that we don't want to mix and match the multiple issues 
because they're all important and complex. Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 35: I believe you mentioned earlier that there was a prohibition on below cost timber sales, is that 
correct? Is there a location, whether it's a website or some place where these large sales are analyzed so that 
the public can actually watchdog what's happening as far as the economic analysis that goes into that 
determination? 
 
Ken: I don't think that there's a website but each individual timber sale goes through an appraisal process. I do 
not know if that appraisal process is open to the public. 
 
Frank: Once it finishes the appraisal process, there's a summary of a report that gets pushed out. I don't know 
exactly where it goes, I'd have to look it up. I know it gets published, it's public. 
 
Speaker 35: Summary of the appraisal. 
 
Ken: That's every individual sale. 
 
Frank: [crosstalk 01:10:50] 
 
Ken: Yes, sir? 
 
Speaker 36: Go by me. 
 
Ken: Yes, ma'am? 
 
Speaker 36: Oh. I know what I was going to say. 
 
Speaker 37: I forgot what I was going to ask. I'll think of it. 
 
Ken: We can come back. 
 
Speaker 36: It was a comment. I know you guys, we make all these comments to you guys but you guys are 
the soldiers basically marching your orders out and I understand that but I think that the way that the sales are 
being designed are basically ... the value of that sale is being enhanced by including round log export and 
maybe before the tariffs and are targeting species that can be the more valuable species like red cedar. For a 
while, red cedar was garbage, they were leaving it. But now, it's completely changed around and a lot of these 
trees in southern southeast that are being cut are 1,000 year old red cedar trees. That's not a renewable 
resource, that's mining. Anyway, that's just a comment. 
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Speaker 37: I was wondering, who does the economic analysis of all the different factors that you need to 
include? Is that within your department and- 
 
Frank: Yes. 
 
Speaker 37: And- 
 
Frank: It depends. What are you ... are you talking about these timber sales? 
 
Speaker 37: For this whole thing. 
 
Ken: For the Roadless Rule? Yes. 
 
Speaker 37: Social economics, [inaudible 01:12:19], all the impacts and then you said you don't look at the 
warming issues, the effect of CO2. 
 
Ken: We have a requirement to look at the economics. So in terms of the NEPA process, it is suggested that 
we only look at the significant issues. But then in regulation rule making, you're required to look at the 
economics and make a determination on the economic impact. We have somebody on staff who did our 
economic analysis in conjunction with our contractor. 
 
Speaker 37: I guess it still bothers me that you kind of are speaking to if you're allowed to take 46 million board 
feet a year, all of this stuff doesn't really matter because that's what you're allowed and you're not there. The 
roadless won't affect it, the road won't. 
 
Ken: I understand that. We have to make our set of assumptions based on our Forest Plan which is our only 
guidance on how to frame up the existing condition. That's how we did it. 
 
Speaker 37: When is the next Forest Management Plan review? Is it every 10 years? 
 
Ken: No. It's supposed to be every 15-20. 
 
Speaker 37: Every 15-20. 
 
Ken: But you probably know more than I know on that. 
 
Frank: But no, we did our last in 16. Depending upon what happens with this and any other changes 
particularly administrative guidance, we could have to ... we might have to enter in a forest planning cycle. 
They're supposed to take four years. Historically, in the last 20 years it's taken most forests about eight years. 
The Tongass I guarantee will take longer. 
 
Ken: Other questions? It's about 10 minutes to two. Probably don't need much time to set up. 
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Frank: People might ... anybody want to do one-on-one, look at some maps or ... I'd like to talk to you. 
 
Speaker 38: Me? 
 



Frank: Yeah. If you don't mind. 
 
Speaker 38: Sure. 
 
Ken: So, why don't we take 20 minutes? 
 
Frank: Twenty minutes? Is that good, folks? Then we'll try around one or two- 
 
Ken: Two ten. 
 
Frank: And we'll start testimony. If you would like to do testimony, I've got one person here, Thomas Eli. If 
anybody else would like testimony, if you could fill one of these sheets out, I'll get them placed in the record. 
 
Speaker 39: Let me ask one more question. 
 
Frank: Sure. 
 
Speaker 39: Even if you can't use certain raw log export, I thought you just need to [inaudible 01:15:19] and 
then. 
 
Frank: Yeah. That's- 
 
Haines Roadless Meeting Page 22 of 22 
 
Transcript by Rev.com 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Culliney 
Organization: Audubon Alaska 
Title:  
Comments: 
RE: NGO Letter re AK Roadless Rule Public Meeting Recordings Transcripts 
 
Hello, 
 
 
 
Attached is a letter that supplements the letter I sent yesterday, on 12/16/2019, as noted below. This letter 
today now includes a transcript for the Gustavus public meeting, which was not included in the earlier letter. 
Thank you! 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Culliney 
 
 
 
From: Culliney, Susan 
 
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2019 1:56 PM 
 
Subject: NGO Letter re AK Roadless Rule Public Meeting Recordings Transcripts 
 
 
 
Hello, 
 
 
 
Attached is a letter that includes transcripts from meetings that took place during the comment period for the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS. Please be advised, I have also sent a copy of this letter via certified mail, along 
with a thumb drive that contains the referenced multimedia files. 
 
 
 
Thank you! 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Culliney 
 
 
 
- 
 
Susan Culliney 
 
Policy Director 
 
Pronouns: she, her, hers 



 
Audubon Alaska 
 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
 
www.AudubonAlaska.org 
 
[The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, 
graphics, or tables from the attached original.] 
 
Audubon Alaska 
 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
 
 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
 
 
Re: Gustavus supplement to 12/16/2019 letter regarding transcripts and recordings of public meetings for the 
Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement administrative record 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 
 
On December 16, 2019, environmental groups wrote to you to submit audio files, video files, and associated 
transcripts from 7 public meetings on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. At that 
time, we were not able to include the written transcript for the November 20 Gustavus meeting, but I now write 
to add the Gustavus transcript to the record. 
 
We sent written materials on December 16 by email to [NPI Removed] and also provided both the written 
material and the multimedia files on a thumb drive sent via certified mail. I now submit the Gustavus transcript 
only via email and ask that it be considered as part of the earlier submission. As with the earlier submission, 
please consider this transcript as part of the administrative record for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS and for 
the associated rulemaking. Please contact susan culliney or jill gottesman with any questions regarding this 
letter or the earlier letter. Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Susan Culliney Policy Director Audubon Alaska 
 
 
 



Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS Gustavus, Alaska 
 
November 20, 2019 
 
 
 
Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So that was in September and October, started in October through just this past September. Was 
the work on the draft environmental impact statement- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: If I can interrupt again, how many of those comments supported keeping the road less rule, as it is? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: The majority. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: What's the majority? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Over 90%. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: That's the vast majority. That's a good thing to put in there. Thank you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, you know, and I'll go through a little bit more specific on what we did with those comments, and 
what they led to as far as issue statements, and the alternatives, but that basically, that first step of the process 
was completed in late September and October. Preparation, I think it was. I get the dates mixed up sometimes, 
but basically that's when the DEIS was published in the federal register, and initiated this comment period. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So the proposed rule out right now is the full exemption. It exempts all 9.2 million acres from the 
regulatory direction of the road less rule. There would be no restrictions on timber harvest or road construction, 
other than those that the Palm spores plan include, all activities basically guided by the forest plan. For the two 
dash national forest of 2001 rule would remain applicable. The exception to that is there is an administrative 
direction, and modification provision that would apply to the Chugach. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: We've gotten quite a bit of comment on that piece of it, especially up in Anchorage, when we went 
up to Anchorage for the public meeting, I think that the agency wasn't necessarily as clear as we needed to be 
as to what really constituted a correction or modification. The correction is really just a correction. There's an 



error, or the agency no longer owns the land because of land status, loss of land to an exchange or something, 
or there is a clear error on 
 
 
 
 
 
the mapping. That's the correction provision, and basically that provision would allow the regional Forester to 
correct the maps with 30 day notice and comment. The modification provision is the one that's gotten the most 
questions. I don't think the agency intended for it to be interpreted as broadly as it's been intended. That being 
said ... Might be best if I just didn't elaborate on that. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: No, finish the thought. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Well, administrations change. So if there is concern over that modification provision, you know 
that's certainly something that's have been comments on too. I think there is a need to clarify what the agency 
intended on that, and of course being clarified in a regulation has longer lasting effect than you know, other 
administrative decisions. So, I think that it will help to hear your comments, so that we know really how we need 
to clarify the intent of that modification. It's not intended to be, to give the regional Forester the ability to make 
broad scale changes in rule this area of boundaries. It's intended to look at things that have actually happened 
on the ground, where it makes sense to modify a road less area boundary. For example. There's already a big 
road through the road less area, and so it makes sense just to acknowledge that road, which that kind of goes 
beyond correction provision. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: But it's not clear in that proposed rule right now the scope of that. Anyway, that would allow the 
regional Forester to modify it. And again, I think we need to clarify what's meant by modification, but within 45 
day notice and comment period. Alternative one is the other end of the spectrum, and it's an election rule. This 
rule will remain in place as is, no corrections or, roaded road less or anything like that. Just the 2001 rule in 
place of Congress, that's the only action. So that's kind of what the team knew we were bounded by from the 
beginning, but no action. And then what the state had actually requested in the petition, and the full exemption 
slide. So back to the 144 thousand comments that we received, and as Jim pointed out, and we have actually a 
scoping report on the project website that acknowledges this as well, the majority. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I'm not sure if I'm allowed to say vast ... The majority of those comments basically asked us to keep 
the road less rule in place on the Congress. So they were in unsupportive and no active. There were other 
good comments in there, about how we could make some improvements to the rule, and that led to some of the 
other things I'll talk about. Some of the additional exceptions that we developed, that pertained to some, or all 
of the other alternatives. But again, the vast majority wanted the road less rule to remain in place, and that kind 
of led to this first key issue statement, is the conversation of road less areas. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So that was the first key issue that we developed, and considered. The second issue is this is 
support communities, socioeconomic wellbeing. This doesn't just include how did I have ... I had a public 
member on the Polycon Hydaburg call it 
 
 
 
 
 



Western ideals of economic prosperity. It includes things like timber production, mining, retro ism, kind of big 
industry things. But it also, the intent of this key issue is to also consider other ways the forest provides for 
social economic and community wellbeing, such as sixth sense use and, strong recreation use, and things like 
that. So it kind of goes beyond just resources extraction or commercial activities, and really tried to consider the 
more social values of the forest. Yes. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Just back up one second, do you know what the break don was of Alaskan comments on the road 
less rule? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: The written comments? I am not - 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:07:10] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I don't know the percentage. I do believe in majority of Alaskans who submitted written comments 
favor the no action as well. But I don't know the percentages of that. So, anyway that was the key issue to 
support community socioeconomic wellbeing. And then the third key issue kind of relates to that in some ways 
is the conservation of terrestrial and on product habitat. Recognizing that efficient wildlife for the Tongass really 
do play a key role, both in economic wellbeing of many communities on the Tongass, but also about that social 
aspect of things and personal recreation and tourism subsistence. So, you know, recognizing the need to 
conserve official wildlife habitat. So that kind of became the third key is sue that we looked at in the journal of 
pass statement. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Kind of the next thing we did, or we kind of did this at the same time, as we were looking at the 
issues, is we tried to look at road less areas ad reimagine what they could look like. Right now the road less 
rule applies to all road less areas. So, the exceptions to the rule apply to all road less areas across the nation, 
regardless of other values, or other ... It doesn't really recognize unique circumstances of certain areas I guess, 
is the only way to say it. So we try to look at road less areas, and think about what they could look like. So kind 
of went beyond just the mapping exercise, and we got into are there different ways we could look at road less 
areas, different areas we could apply different exceptions to. And this is really similar to what Colorado and 
Idaho did in those state specific rulemaking efforts. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So we came up with five different categories of road less that could be applied to the landscape in 
different ways under each of the alternatives, rather than just having one road less category apply to all of them 
in the same way. So, the first category that we developed ... And this is largely in response to the concern 
speaker about protecting the key watersheds on the canvass. Congress studies seven watersheds, and the 
nature Conservancy, Audubon conservation priority areas. So the first category we evolved was this watershed 
priority category. It is actually more restrictive than the current road less rule, as to the activities that could 
occur in road less areas that are assigned that category. 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: There's a handout there, it's table 2.1. Straight out of the DEIS, but there's also a handout that kind 
of goes through all of the different exceptions for each of the categories. But the main thing here in this 
watershed priority category is some of the more discretionary activities that the current road less rule provides 
for, were not carried over into this category. So it just makes it a little bit more restrictive than the current rule. 



 
 
 
Speaker 1: Again, recognizing the concern about some of those key watersheds, and what we can do to 
protect them. The second priority that was developed was the lead two category. This category is not applied to 
all of the alternative units, and it's considered kind of in different ways in the alternatives. The lead two areas, is 
everybody familiar with what a lead two area is? So lead two areas are stashed orally designated. So really it 
doesn't matter what we do with the role of status and those lead two areas, they maintain statutory protection 
for those areas. But there's been a lot of confusion over the years as to which direction applies. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Right now, technically both in the lead two areas that are road less, and not all of them are road 
less, or not all of them are road less, both the road less rule, and the lead two direction applies to that, and 
there's been some confusion even internally as to how you interpreted that, whether one took precedence over 
the other. If I navigated what you could and couldn't do in those areas. And so the intent of this is to remove the 
duplication, and the confusion, and just make it clear that the statutory direction applies to those areas. So 
alternatives two. I know for sure alternative two, maybe all of them, but lead two, with the exception of 
alternative three, the lead two areas are assigned as lead two priority, which strictly refers to the statutory 
directions. What makes it clear that regardless of the status of those areas, road less or non road less, the 
statutory direction applies to all of them. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: I could add that lead means land use designation, and their lands management managed for the 
wilderness character. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: And then alternative three, treated road less, or the lead two areas a little different. It just removed 
them from road less. So again, the statutory direction still applies. It's just not specifically in their road less 
regulation. So it was just different ways of looking at those areas, but both ways really apply the same direction 
to those areas. The third category, the road less priority. This is the category that looks the most like the current 
road less rule. There are some more Alaska specific exceptions that were developed. A good example of that is 
there would be an exception that would allow the construction of a road to a fish hatchery, or culture facility. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: It would allow for the construction of road for a native and cultural use. And the current role doesn't 
allow for, it allows for the construction of road and timber harvest in research areas in the experimental forests 
that we have on the Tongass. So there were a few really Alaska specific exceptions that were added. 
 
 
 
 
 
But again, this is the one that looks the most like the current rules provisions. The fourth category is the 
community use priority category. I'm going to talk about that in a little bit, but it was developed largely, initially in 
response to some of the communities that wanted more opportunity in their vicinity. A good example is Juneau. 
Juneau requested, I think a three mile buffer around the city, where they didn't want the road less rule to apply, 
because they wanted more opportunity to build recreation facilities and things like that, if the need arises in the 
future. So initially, this priority was developed as a way of recognizing those entities, those cities, boroughs that 
wanted more opportunity for development. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: The team also recognized that this could be a way of protecting certain communities from large 
scale development, and I'll explain that a little bit more in a couple of slides. So it applies to certain 
communities, and could be applied to other communities upon request. And then the fourth part of the fourth 



road expansion categories is timber priority. So in the alternatives that include this, certainly road less areas 
where designated timber priority, and there basically are no restrictions on timber harvest, or road construction 
in those areas. Next slide. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: This is just a slide that shows the distribution of those different categories by alternative. The colors 
at the bottom are kind of hard to see, but it just shows which alternatives have which of those priority areas in 
them, and the percent distribution, the different categories. The other thing that the team did is the state of 
Alaska had convened their citizens advisory committee, that provided input to the state and States of 
cooperating agency providing it to us. And one of the things that committee felt very strongly about was the 
need to recognize Alaska. To have more Alaska specific road less area and characteristics defined for the 
Tongass. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: They didn't like the road less area characteristics that were defined in their original rule, and wanted 
to provide more of an Alaska emphasis on those characteristics. So this was the team's attempt at recognizing 
the importance of that to the various members of that community. And these characteristics were considered in 
a DEIS and kind of carried through. Next slide. So, basically all of that led to the development of one, two, 
three, four and five. Four different action alternatives in that range of alternatives. So alternative two is what we 
call the roaded road less alternative. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: It basically looked at those areas of the Tongass that have been roaded. There are about 110 
thousand acres of the Tongass that were actually roaded. Most of that road construction occurred in that 
timeframe that the Tongass was exempt from the rule. So it looked at those areas, and because they don't 
really meet, they don't necessarily still have the character, the road less character that other road less areas 
have. This alternative removed those areas from road less. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, it just looked at the roaded road less acres, and removed them from the road less inventory. At 
the same time, we looked at areas of the forest that 
 
 
 
 
 
were still un-roaded. At the time of the original road less rule, and the inventory that was used for that, there 
were areas that the forest had expected to see development, and that development never occurred. And so, 
this alternative picked up those other un-roaded areas, and added them to the road less inventory. It also 
looked at islands, offshore islands. There were several islands, and this was in response to some of the 
concerns we've heard from outfitter and guides that use those islands. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: They wanted to make sure that they would remain protected, and wild. I think that was their word 
they used. But basically, that they remained undeveloped. And so, those islands were picked up in the road 
less inventory in this alternative two. So, this alternative, if you look at the total acres in the end, it actually has 
more road less acres than the original road less rule. Again, it dropped the acres that were already roaded, but 
it picked up 133 thousand acres that weren't. So, those road less acres, and this alternative ... The watershed 
priority category was applied to all the T77 and Tongass 77 watersheds, and the TNC Audubon conservation 
priority areas. Five to lead two priority areas ... All the lead twos on the forest, and then their remaining area 
was assigned that road less priority category. 
 
 
 



Speaker 1: Alternative three is a logical extension. It's what we call the logical extensions alternative. It looked 
at those broken road less acres that alternative two had identified, and then in an effort to provide more 
opportunity for timber harvest, it looked at logical extensions of those roaded road less areas. So, considering 
where the road was already in place, going beyond the harvest units that were already there, going beyond the 
end of the roads, where it made sense, and really looked at where the agency thought there was the most 
opportunity to provide some additional flexibility for timber harvest. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, it looked at what we call logical extensions of the roaded road less area. It provides moderate 
additional timber harvest. And I really don't like using words like [crosstalk 00:20:32], expensive or anything like 
that. But these are just kind of the words the teams settled on, I guess. Alternative three was basically 
determined to provide moderate additional timber harvest opportunity. It extended those motive road less areas 
to logical endpoints. It applied the watershed priority again to all the T77 areas, and the TNC conservation 
areas get applied road less priority areas to most of the remaining wilderness areas. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: But this is the one alternative that we also apply to community's priority too. Next slide. So 
community use priority. Again, initially we had one, two, three, four, five. We had five communities, and there 
scoping comments, and these were not comments from just any member of the community. These were 
actually the comments that we got from the boroughs, or the mayors of those communities, where they had 
really requested some additional opportunity in one way or the other around their community. So basically, this 
community use of priority allows for things like access to the utility systems, wastewater facilities, things like 
that. It allows roaded access for recreational development. 
 
 
 
 
 
It also allows small scale to grow operations. Even in areas where we've heard a lot of opposition to large-scale 
timber harvest, there were some areas that wanted to maintain the opportunity for small operators to have 
access to timber. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: This community's priority, it's a provision that would allow for small scales. 
 
Small scales generally last [inaudible 00:22:26] Do you have a question for the panel? 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: I just wanted ... So Pelican, [inaudible 00:22:35] Saigon and asked for this- Speaker 1: Pelican did 
not- [inaudible 00:22:40]I don't know [crosstalk 00:22:51] 
 
Speaker 1: We have, I will say that the team had our pictures that we liked, and when this went up for 
clearance, it wasn't necessarily our pictures that were selected. So it's good to point that out. Pelican has- 
[crosstalk 00:23:08] I will say that Pelican has expressed quite a bit of interest more recently in rule making. But 
no, they did not request this. I don't think they submitted comments initially. The five communities that did, 
where Juneau [crosstalk 00:23:26] per angle on the epithet. Based on how we interpreted their scoping orders. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Again, originally we were kind of interpreting it as one team more development opportunities for 
those communities. We overlooked in some ways, or just didn't understand what Kagan Heidelberg had asked 
for in their scoping comments. And so, the agency has acknowledged that this should have been applied to 
those communities. So it's not applied directly in the DEIS, or at least not within the map pockets that went Out 
with the DEIS. We do now have those areas now that have worked with those communities, and will continue 
to work with them on what those areas should look like. 



 
 
 
Speaker 1: So again, I think there's just an acknowledgement that we should have applied it to Kagan 
Heidelberg too, and that'll be corrected, basic draft and signed. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Were you aware that the city council passed a resolution, and submitted it to the forest service for a 
no action alternative? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: In the scoping and or- 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: During the scoping period. So our city council also submitted comments- [crosstalk 00:24:40] 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: But not for alternative three. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: One, no action, not a particular community use action, but a no action alternative. 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Right, and so I think the intent of this category is to provide opportunity for communities that wanted 
it, and even kick in hired or wanted some, were interested in some additional access to things like their native 
cultural sites, and things like that. That being said, this priority could be requested through other, could be 
requested by other community leaders. Again, it wouldn't be a request from an individual in the community that 
would spur this. It would be a request from the government, tribal government, or some other nonprofit 
community association. So if Gus Davis wanted this category applied to the road less areas around Gus Davis, 
that would be something that we could consider, and work on between drafting final. I don't know that really 
gets at your question there. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: I just wasn't sure whether you were aware that we had submitted as a city- [crosstalk 00:25:57] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Gus Davis did. I don't think Gus Davis was the only one. I do know that all of those resolutions, 
there's been a slew of them that have come in recently too. I know they have all been submitted separately to 
the secretary at this time, so that they're not overworked in any kind of mass. You know, I think we're up to 
about 180 thousand comments right now. So, and I don't remember the entity that submitted them, but I did just 
see an email. So we are aware of those resolutions as they come in. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Alternative four is the partial development [inaudible 00:26:37] alternative. So we had loved looked 
at areas of the forest plan that had been designated areas for timber production. Not all of them that didn't pick 
up all the development buds, but it picked up the timber production and modified landscape land use 
designations in the forest plan, and applied the timber priority category to those areas. Again, the timber priority 



category, there are no restrictions on timber harvest or road construction, so it was a way of providing that 
significant ... 
 
Again, there's a qualifier, don't always like those. But providing significant additional timber harvest opportunity 
by recognizing the road less nature of those areas, for providing a category that didn't include restrictions to it. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, basically it includes all the areas of alternative three. Those logical extensions that remove 
those road less. It applies the timber priority category to the timber development one by landscape [inaudible 
00:27:43] It applies the lead two category to the lead two areas, and then the remaining road less areas were 
assigned the road less priority category. Next, alternative five is kind of similar. Maximal additional timber 
harvest opportunity by removing lands across private timber development, modified landscape, and scenic view 
shed. So this is a little different than alternative four in that it just removes those areas from road less. 
Alternative four keeps them in road less, but assigns that timber priority category. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: This alternative removed the road less [inaudible 00:28:30] areas. It also removed the road less 
from the minerals overlay. Again, this was kind of in response to the state of Alaska's concerns that road less ... 
There's a perception 
 
 
 
 
 
that road less affects mineral development, and it's been very hard to clarify that with certain entities in the 
past. And so this was in response to the state, and again they heard this through their citizens advisory 
committee, that it would be better to lift road less from the areas that had been identified as high mineral. The 
minerals overlay, basically recognizes ... It's an overlay in the forest plan that recognizes the areas with the 
highest mineral potential, and so this alternative removed road less from that overlay. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: While the road less rule has been in effect, there've been a number of projects proposed in the 
Tongass, for minerals and for hydro, and stuff like that. How many have been proposed? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: About 58 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: How many had been approved? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: 58 to 60. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: I mean, doesn't that say it all? 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Isn't it true that the mining law of 1872, according to the DEIS is controlling on federal lands, 
including [inaudible 00:29:55]. 
 
 



 
Speaker 1: The current road less rule recognizes the statutory rights provided by the 1872 mining law and other 
laws. There are other laws of providing statutory right to access. If you own private property, you have a 
statutory right to access your property. The state has a statutory right to ... I won't say the state actually does 
have a statutory right. The 4407 Easements. And please don't ask me to cite that law. I mean it was a section 
something of a big appropriation's law, that the state doesn't have a statutory right to certain easements on the 
forest. The federal highways act gives the federal highways administration ... Basically, they have the authority 
to decide when a federal highway is appropriate and national forest. And so the road less rule recognizes that. 
It recognizes, there's another category in there ... For hydropower projects, [inaudible 00:31:01] renewable 
energy, forecasts the ultimate decision-making authority for hydropower projects, and the forest service can't 
usurp that authority, so the rule acknowledges that as well. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: You said that 58 projects had been approved- Speaker 1: I think it's actually 59, or 60 now- 
 
Speaker 2: Being approved and being approved over a long period of time is hindering development. But how 
long did it take to approve these, these on average? 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Initially, on average less than a month, lately. Initially, when the secretary of agriculture first 
withdrew the authority of local line officers to make decisions. And that's really what this is about. There's not a 
separate process for road less approval. It's where the decision authority lies. And it is all back at the region 
now. The regional foresters now have the authority to make all decisions in road less, that are consistent with 
the rule of course. Initially, it did take several months for some of them. What the agency tried to do was really 
work that into the NEPA process. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, that approval request process we had to follow to seek that approval was built into the 
immediate process, to the extent it could be. But even then, there were some initial delays. Lately, generally we 
get approval. Well, now approval is very quick with the regional Forester, and basically as soon as we can get 
time on his calendar we approve of. When they were still at the Washington office, it was about- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Thank you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So this slide just shows kind of the different verbal seekers by alternative, alternative one being the 
no action at 9.2 million acres. Alternative six, the full exemption, there would be no acres subject to the 
regulatory prohibitions, and then kind of the different allocations in the community, slide. This slide has 
generated a lot of questions too. It's a very, very poor attempt at summarizing table 211. In the EIS, there's a 
copy of table 211 on the table. Really, it was an attempt by a team member at looking at all the different 
subcategories that are all those key issues I talked about, and trying to come up with one common descriptor of 
what the effects might look like. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I kind of think it failed miserably, and it generated a lot of questions, especially at the meeting in 
general. So, I wouldn't put a lot of stock into these kind of conclusions on this slide. Really, the better table to 
look at when you're really wanting to know, how does alternative three affect fisheries, or at least full minerals, 
or whatever your concern might be fickle. 211 is really the better table to look at. 
 
 



 
Speaker 1: So, for more information, and there's a handout in the back that has this slide, and the next one on 
it for you to take home, so that you have this at your fingertips, and hopefully will use it to submit your 
comments. For more information to submit comments, you can go to these two websites here. The one on the 
left is the project website. It provides a lot of information about this specific project.It includes links that you 
comment on. A lot of documents associated with the road less rule, and the EDIS are on that project website. 
The website on the right side will also link you back to the project website, if you want to submit comments, but 
it's the national road less website. So it provides information on like the Idaho, and the Colorado rules as well. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: And we're also taking written comments too. 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Correct, if you want to submit written comments tonight, mix up those two.So, the next slide, if for a 
map online tool. This slide is the backside of that handout. This is kind of a new tool for us. It's the first time I've 
seen it used. It is kind of exciting. It provides various tabs across the top that you can look at information about 
the role, all of this stuff that's in the slide now, Alternatives, the management area categories, et cetera are in 
here. The thing I think is kind of the coolest thing on this story map is the tab on the far right, if you put on that 
tab, you can zoom in on a specific role. This areas that you might be concerned about or interested in, and then 
you can really see what those areas would look like and maybe different alternatives, as far as what direction, if 
any, would apply. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So again, there are links. There's a handout with both of those slides on it, so you have those links. 
And then, next slide. So how to comment. At the end, as Bosch said, we're happy to submit to take your written 
comment tonight, if you want to hand us comments. We've gotten a handful, I'd say at all the meetings I've 
attended, anyway. You can comment on the website at www.regulations.gov. Those comments, that's the 
website that the APA provides for, as far as submitting comments on the proposed rule. They all come back to 
the project comment box, too. The project website has a link to comments, to make your comments on. You 
can mail to the regional office. 
 
Those comments come to my desk. I will admit, that I am opening up all the comments that come to me. 
Mainly, because I want to know, I want to understand what the people in Alaska are saying. Because again, 
from the beginning, I've kind of viewed it as my job of making sure I do everything I can to voice Alaska's 
concerns throughout this process. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, I open up those comments. I make sure they're all related to the rule itself, and not a project, or 
that they're actually coming to me because of road less, and not something else. And then I mail them off each 
week to the contractor that's compiling a lot of comments for us. You could also submit our comments through 
the road less email right there. There's a lot of comments coming in right now, and I think somebody here had 
submitted a question to that email address. I have the answer to their question, but if you don't hear back from 
us right away, I'm happy to give you my direct, or email and you can send them directly to me, and if I don't 
have the answer, I'll try to get you an answer. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: But anyway, you can submit comments that way too, or you can hand them to us. The next steps, 
so again, right now we're on this kind of succeeding comment period. It does close on December 17th. I know 
that they don't have many requests for an extension of that at this time. How is it between ... There is an 
alignment in the Washington office that we are not going to extend the common period. So at this time, we are 
proceeding as if the comment grade goes up on the 17th. Between December and March of 2020, the plan is to 



take all the comments that were here, look at what we may have missed in the in the DEIS. Look at alternatives 
we may have missed. Look at ways that we might be 
 
 
 
 
 
able to improve, either our analysis or the alternatives. Look at information we need to clarify. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: There's also two things we'll be doing in that timeframe, with the intent of having a final 
environmental impact statement by late spring or early summer 2020 with the final rule in the summer of 2020. 
[inaudible 00:39:31] The behavioral consultation is ongoing. We do have five. We're done to five property 
agencies, tribal property agencies. We have six. It's my understanding that organized village with pay has 
requested to, I don't know the correct terminology, but withdrawal from the MOU that they have with the 
property agency. I don't know the status of that yet though. But anyway, property agency status doesn't affect a 
a tribes right to ongoing consultations. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: The consultation is been ongoing in tribes throughout the process, and will continue a time when we 
get requests for consultation. The other thing that's ongoing is public outreach. We get asked to do this 
presentation, or provide updates to a variety of entities. I know I've spoken to the National Wildlife Society. We 
pretty routinely go to the general economic development council meetings in Juneau. So, any entity can 
request road less rule updates, and we're happy to either travel, or get on the phone and provide information or 
answer questions. So that's ongoing. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: And I think that's the last slide. And it looks like we have ... Is that cut right? five to six? So we have 
about 35 minutes that we're happy to answer questions if you'd like. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Can I just say first, if anyone here hasn't signed in, on the USFS sign in sheets, please do that. I'd 
just like to make sure we have a [inaudible 00:41:21] record before we go.I will be sending out messages to 
everyone I see here, who I know, who are reminders on the comments. So- 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: Also, [inaudible 00:41:33] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I do really encourage you to sign in. I know we get questions at the end of every meeting. How 
many people did you get? What was the tone of the comments? People really are listening. I know it doesn't 
seem like it sometimes, but I know we're listening. So definitely sign in if you're not already on the project 
website, or project mailing list, and want to be on it, and include your name and address, and we'll make sure 
that you're added to that. We're also wanting to start with the signup sheets, as a way of calling people up for 
this hearings. So if you want to, if you know you're going to stay for this hearing, and you want to provide a role, 
we'll start with those sheets and go from there. If you haven't signed in and still want to provide testimony, we'll 
make sure that we ask that. But we'll start with the sheets. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: A couple of questions. We're now a week and a half away from the end of a 60 day comment period 
for a highly contentious rule making process. Given the 
 



 
 
 
 
fact that the preferred alternative is opposed by greater than 90% of the commentators, I'm astounded that the 
forest service, and the Department of Agriculture have not agreed to allow a 30 day extension on the comment 
period. That seems very unusual to me, and I'd like you to pass that up the chain. My second question has to 
do with comments in general. I note that your excepting verbal testimony, and comments on this subsistence 
portion, yet you're only accepting written comments for the rule in general. And I'm wondering if you can explain 
to me why that is? You can either explain why you're not accepting verbal comments on the larger rule, or why 
you're not similarly accepting only written comments for the subsistence portion. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Those are good questions. I can't say that the agency never submits, or never accepts verbal 
comments at these type of information meetings, because I've never been on a team that has held these 
meetings. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: No, they usually do actually. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Do they usually? So I- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: And they're entered into the record. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Is there a chance the forest service doesn't want to hear what people may say? 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Well, part of the written comment period for comment is that we get the common correctly. 
Sometimes the equipment fails. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: So that begs the question then of why you're only accepting written comments for the subsistence 
portion. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: That's a good point. 
 
 
 
Cal: I'd like to take that one. [inaudible 00:45:00] A subsistence hearing is required by section 8:10 of [inaudible 
00:45:04] and it requires the decision maker to hold a public hearing on effects of any decision that they make 
would have on the subsistence uses by rural Alaska residents of the lands in question. So because these lands 
could have an effect on subsistence uses, they in fact are required to hold these public hearings for 
subsistence impacts. That's art of section [inaudible 00:45:40] Section 8:10 is somewhat of a toothless tiger in 



a way. In NOFA, [inaudible 00:45:49] but the fact is they have to listen, they have to hold us here.They have to 
hold that[inaudible 00:45:49], and that was [inaudible 00:45:49], and I presume somebody has to listen to it. So, 
that's one weird thing of 8:10. People have said their too tired of it. 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I will say, the subsistence hearings will be recorded, and that is different than the comments we're 
hearing here. I really, I don't know why the decision was made to not accept verbal comments. Again, I think it 
probably has. I don't, I don't want to say that it's because we don't want to hear you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Oh, just tell the truth. That's all you have to do. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I am trying to tell the truth. I don't know. I don't know. It was the same way during the scoping 
meetings. We didn't hear it to the extent that we're hearing it now. During the scoping meetings, we had a 
couple of people that that came to those meetings with the expectation of being able to provide verbal 
comments, and they weren't necessarily happy when they couldn't. We've definitely heard it more during these 
meeting. So, that's good feedback to include in your comments too. As Cal said, the subsistence hearings are 
kind of a whole other beast in a way, guided by 10 of the [inaudible 00:47:33] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Those will be reported, so anybody is welcome to stay and submit verbal testimony then. Those are 
recorded and then they're transcribed by a contractor. So word for word transcription. We're currently in the 
process of modifying that contract because we didn't anticipate ... We should have. We didn't anticipate 
thinking ahead of language being spoken at some of the hearings, and it has been, and I am all for recognizing 
that. I you know, I think we have an obligation to respect that. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So we are working on those contracts right now. But the hearings will be recorded, and then they'll 
be transcribed. And that written testimony will be coded, and grouped, and summarized like all of the other 
public comments. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: And can you submit written comments for subsistence? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: You can also submit written comments for subsistence. Often times. I know just by looking through 
subsistence comments in the past in response to issues that we've gotten in the past on subsistence use, 
we've looked at both the audio recordings, and the transcripts, and written comments. A lot of times, people will 
give oral testimony, but they'll submit the same thing in writing, or either or, or both. 
 
 
 
Speaker 6: I am rather curious to hear what the general response to preferred alternative has been in the main 
communities that you've given this presentation to. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I would say the vast majority if not all of the communities we have attended have been opposed to 
the proposed rule. We do have ... I think Haida central council has weighed in, and all of the six property 



agencies all signed a letter unifying behind their opposition to the general proposed rule. And it's not only in 
Alaska. They have gotten the support of some native American congresses, and I'm going to call these groups 
the wrong thing, and I certainly don't do that out of lack of respect for them. But there have been different 
gatherings of 
 
 
 
 
 
native peoples in the lower 48 [inaudible 00:50:18] to what they're doing from our native communities up here 
too, and coming together in the support of the native communities here. 
 
 
 
Speaker 6: It's on the whole ongoing negotiations within the forest service, means different tribal entities ... I 
mean it says right there. Tribal and Alaska Native constitution ongoing. What is that? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: That is government to government consultation. All federal agencies have ... 
 
And Bosch might be able to help me with the correct terminology here. But we have a trust responsibility with 
native American tribes, and we're required to offer consultation on activities that might affect them. And so, that 
consultation with native tribes is ongoing. It's government to government consultation. 
 
Sometimes it goes beyond that. It's government to government, but native tribes can also request like a staff to 
staff, to make sure that their staff understand what's going on. And so we have met staff to staff with a lot of 
native entities on the Tongass throughout this process too. But it's just an ongoing requirement that all federal 
agencies have with tribes that their activities might affect. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Why did kick drive up drop out? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: There's a letter in the record, and I'll let that letter speak to itself but they are ... 
 
I guess the best way of summarizing it is disappointed in how the process was worked to me. But there is the 
letter from [inaudible 00:51:53], it's in the record. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: Thank you for coming out here to speak with us [inaudible 00:51:59] The original notice of intent, 
you said that forest service received something like 144 thousand comments, and over 90% favors the road 
less rule as it is. Now we have this decision. Not a decision yet. A preferred alternative, that is the most 
extreme alternative on opposite end of the spectrum from the vast majority of the comments. So, that doesn't 
give me a lot of faith in the public process. To our concerns tonight, many times you've said pick those 
comments. Make sure you get those comments in. I don't know how else to put this other than what assurance 
do we have that our comments and not being completely ignored? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Well, I can say I'm not ignoring your comments, and I don't know how the team is. We really tried 
hard, both the scoping. Well, we don't have a lot of comments on the draft yet. I know when we got those 
comments in scoping that we really tried hard to look at them, and to develop ways of responding to the state's 
desires here. They submitted a petition based on their belief that the road less rule is [inaudible 00:53:26], 
economic prosperity on the forest, or you know, they could've made their petition. And so we had to recognize 
the state's request here, what we were directed to do. But we tried hard to really look at the specific concerns 



we've heard. You know, there's a lot of people that submit comments and they're either just advocating for one 
alternative over the other, 
 
 
 
 
 
and those are certainly taken and considered, and recognized. And we clearly recognize that the majority of 
those comments were in opposition to this. They wanted an election. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Those comments that provided site specific information or resource specific information like, we 
want the no action because they were concerned about effects on fisheries, or they were concerned about 
effects on operation and tourism, or whatever the specific concerns they provided were. That's how we came 
up with the different exceptions, the different road less categories, the different ways of looking at the forest, to 
provide more of that range of alternatives. The state requested the full exemption, that's all one end. The no 
action is on one end. Both of those are still, obviously viable alternatives And then different ways of responding 
to everything we've heard in between. We certainly heard what people have said to us. These meetings have 
been difficult to say the least. I've prided a few of them. I'll try not to cry here. You know, it's hard! 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: People have a lot of emotions around this, and we recognize that, and the design is really 
important. So, get your comments in. They'll be considered. It's also important to recognize that the secretary 
hears from other people. So, get your comments to those people that the secretary is here in [inaudible 
00:55:31] [crosstalk 00:55:31] 
 
 
 
Cal: Donald Trump. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Our professional delegation [crosstalk 00:55:37] has made it very clear they support the full 
exemption. So, make sure that they know where you're at. They're supposed to represent you, too. I think right 
here first, and then- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Comments on the process. I doubt if you have a lot of internal [inaudible 00:56:01], I'll speak to you 
as if you do. Excuse me if I'm not properly recognized. But, yes there are a lot of emotions around this, and this 
process almost seems to be designed to bottle yours up, and side them. I don't know. To present things in this 
amount of detail, which anybody could tell you, you couldn't possibly assimilate all of it. A summary that 
perhaps gave a quarter of it, that hit the really high points, and then opened it up to comments which were 
recorded, and which perhaps responded to the bylaw. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: I know I'm going to leave this with just one more layer of cynicism about the process, which I was 
hoping to kind of assuage. I hate being this negative about the processes. It's the only thing that matters to me. 
But, I'll give an example. There were some things in the alternatives, that I think if I were able to feel 
comfortable about processing, about the reason the process has been pushed down on us like this, I would 
happily entertain. I think there's a couple of things in the middle alternatives that made some good sense. 
 
 
 
 
 



Speaker 2: I can't support them, because I don't have any trust that the way that this is handled suggests 
atmospherically to me, just psychologically speaking that we're doing anything being shined on, and that leaves 
us with a really bad taste, at least it does me. I would like to ask them the next time that this is done, that 
whoever designs this thinks about not hitting the problems that I just mentioned. That would be pretty easy to 
open the floor after a brief summary to us, and let us talk among ourselves what to do, and we make it a bylaw, 
and we clear things up in the process. This isn't that. And I'm sorry, I'm sorry for you that you have to present 
that. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Thank you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: I could add that we have received some comments that combined alternatives, that they liked 
something about two, and they liked something about they were suggesting that those be combined. So, you 
don't have to stay with these alternatives. Your comments can suggest changes. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Right here, and then here, and then there. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: My experience actually addressed much the same idea as the last couple, and I'll give you only a 
piece of what I wrote it here. I'm Mike Taylor, I'm one of the council members here, and a former mayor, have 
long appreciation for forest having grown up in Oregon, and timber country, and worked for forest service here 
for Pinchot National Forest. I surveyed logging roads, and clear cuts and different Pinchot, and for the 
[inaudible 00:59:02] back home at Tillman tree farm. So I have spent some time in forest, and I appreciate them 
very much, and the work that you as professionals do also to manage them on our behalf. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: Related to the comments that we just heard, a fundamental principle of are democracy, is that 
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the governed, a line that appears as the second 
sentence in the Declaration of Independence. We on the Gus Davis city council remind ourselves of this 
concept quite frequently. Key actions and proposals are subject to public hearing. Our public let's us know what 
they think. Sometimes we find that our planned action is not broadly supported by the public, we're obliged to 
drop it or modify considerably, despite our personal use on the matter. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: If we do not have the public's consent, we can't do it. In the first decade of the 20th century, 
Gifford Pinchot and President Teddy Roosevelt fought wealthy special interests, who were trying to corner the 
natural resources in the West for their own private profit, and Pinchot and Roosevelt persevered to establish 
the national forests for all the people of the United States. Forests are the property now of all Americans, and 
the public should be able to determine how they're managed and used. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: In 2001, when the national road less rule was subject to public comment, the public gave its 
consent, and the rule was adopted. In 2019 you have returned to 
 
 
 
 
 



the public proposing to reverse the rules for Alaska. The public is clearly saying no, and so my question for ... I 
guess for the secretary is does he not understand that he does not have the consent of the public to do away 
with the road less rule for Alaska? It's a basic constitutional environment. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: And I can't answer for the secretary. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Maybe you can pass the question up the chain. We're in Q$A right now, right? 
 
We're not in comments. That's his question. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: I realize that's something you can't answer correctly. But it'd be for the secretary. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I don't want to sound cynical here either, but if you don't submit comments, then he doesn't hear 
you at all. You know, so the best advice I can give is submit your comments, share your comments, talk to your 
neighbors and make sure they're submitting their comments. I think in that range of alternatives, there's a 
durable solution for Alaska, and we want to maintain his ability to find out what that solution is. So, I can't 
respond for him. I don't know what decision he is ultimately going to make, but he's not going to hear you at all 
if you don't comment. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: And I can say as a line officer, when we make any kind of decisions on the district level, that we do 
listen to comments, and it does change the plan if there's a strong informational component that we have 
realized, or a crowding issue of some kind, or sociopolitical issue. That's our mission, is to hear from [inaudible 
01:02:37] people. And we try to do that as best we can. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: Thank you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: What's the forest services motto? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: [inaudible 01:02:44] the land, and serving the people? Speaker 3: What about ignoring the people? 
 
Speaker 1: Huh? 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: What about maybe having ignored the people? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I will say that when I first started with the forest service, I think the first month or so, I had to go to 
an orientation, new employee orientation where we learned about Gifford Pinchot, and he's got 12 maxims or 
something like that. And you know, I bought it. This is the agency I wanted to work for. I think regionally, we do 
try to listen, and we're going to make sure that our concerns 
 



 
 
 
 
are expressed. I can't, I can't say what the secretary is going to do with them, but we're going to make sure 
they're heard anyway. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Just to remind you, Gifford Pinchot said the greatest good for the greatest number for the longest 
time. 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: There you go. And that's what I was just about to say. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: So this is just like anything. I mean, we all do our jobs, we pass it up the chain, and the chain does 
what they're supposed to do, which is, give or take. It's just, we can put the same thing on our local politics. It's 
like decisions are made, different people say stuff, different people come in, and it all changes. So let's just 
assume that there's no hope for the people at this particular juncture. That the secretary picks number six, the 
preferred alternative that actually passes, or is that the right term? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Becomes a final rule. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Becomes a final rule. So then let's say I'm a big company, and I want to go and log all of [inaudible 
01:04:27], the nearest road less area to us, because that's what I'm most familiar with. So what's the process 
then? I want to do that. Do I just go do it? I mean, I need to permit of some sort, I assume. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: If you want to log it yourself. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: So there's a lot. No, if- 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: That would be timber theft. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: If I want to cut down all the trees. Well, yeah. I don't know what happens then, because there's 
obviously a process, because you said it was the Tongass management plans 2016, or something. So what 
does that ... What will stop people from cutting down everything? That's what I want to know. 
 
 
 
Speaker 7: So we still have to follow our forest plan. We have timber target in our forest plan, which will not 
change. So we're not adding to that target. We're just, if the final rule is the preferred alternative, it's just the 
locations of where timber can be harvested, but the overall target does not change. And so we still have to 
follow all our processes including National Environmental Policy Act, and Historic Preservation Act, and all the 



other acts. We'll go through our viable analysis, and determining effects, and decide whether that particular 
sale will go through or not. 
 
 
 
Cal: And other [crosstalk 01:05:46] will not change? How do we know the forest plan will not change? 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 7: Well, we're following the 2016 forest plan, and that's usually for 10 to 15 years. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: And so does the forest plan. So then, there are lots of rules and regulations that would prevent 
roads and trees cut in certain areas of that area. I assume, like they couldn't go around them watershed 
[crosstalk 01:06:18] and rivers- 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, it depends on what ... The first thing that the agency would look at it if somebody expressed the 
desire to do an activity in the curative area. The first thing the agency would look at is what does the plan say? 
What is that area? Forest plan kind of zones areas for different types of development or not development. So it 
would look at the land use designation or that area. And so there are kind of three land use designations that 
we kind of consider developed [inaudible 01:06:53] production modified landscape and scenic view shed, which 
have very few limitations in the broader area on what could accrue there. So timber production kind of grow in 
those areas. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: The next step, beyond looking at just what that land use designation is, is looking at what other 
standards and guidelines apply to those areas. And so that's kind of where Tongass 77 watersheds come in. 
There are certain watersheds that have been given this level of protection under the forest plan, where old-
growth timber harvest were fitted, again growth is allowed. There's other protections, like there's guidelines that 
limit what we can do, and visual priority routes. So they're standard in timelines and things, and so you start 
with what the area is actually zoned for. What activities are allowed in that particular area, and then you go 
from there as to what restrictions on those activities. 
 
There may be based on other things. 
 
Speaker 7: But at that point, it's the regional foresters decision? Is that what I gather? Speaker 1: Typically 
decisions are either made by the forest supervisor. So down here, the 
 
Tongass forest supervisor, and then Rangers also have authority to make certain 
 
decisions, and there's different delegated authorities, so I don't really know. 
 
 
 
Speaker 7: Based on volume? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Based on volume, based on area, based on whether or not it's one district, or it spans two. 
Sometimes if it spans more than one district, the forest supervisor will be the one to make the decision for that. 
So it kind of depends on what the delegated authority is, but it's a local line officer making the decision. 
 
 



 
Speaker 7: So just last follow up is then ... So being federal employees basically, only if there are restrictions in 
place by some of these other things, not the road less rule. Would there be ...Would the forest supervisor, 
whoever makes that decision be able to stop the petitioner from doing that? Does that make sense? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, line officers can always choose no action. We can't necessarily say no to things. Some things 
we can't say no to a personal development mining claim. 
 
 
 
 
 
They have a right to develop their mining claim. We can impose restrictions on that, but we can't say no. So 
there are certain instances where we can't say no. Timber sales were not usually proposed by any one entity, 
as the agency looking at where it makes sense to go for timber, with an understanding of where industry is, 
where the mills are, where it makes sense to go. Those are typically proposed by us, and so the regional 
Forester or the forest supervisor would look at different areas. If they decided to look at [inaudible 01:09:57], he 
could select an alternative there. It would go through a separate need for process, and in the end, he could 
decide or not decide. 
 
 
 
Speaker 7: Okay, thank you. I just- 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: So, I had a question back here. I don't know if, still have one. [crosstalk 01:10:11], and then I'll 
come back to somebody, Cal. 
 
 
 
Speaker 8: Okay, so you say submit your comments, submit your comments. We can't be heard unless you 
submit the comment. And then you have alternatives two through six, with preferred being six being very 
detailed [inaudible 01:10:30] a lot of time on them. When 90% or more people during scoping over a year ago 
said they wanted no action. Clearly, we're not being heard. Our audits might be in red, but we're not being 
heard, if over 90% said no action, how did it not just end at scoping saying clearly the public doesn't want a 
change the end. 
 
 
 
Speaker 8: Instead you have all of these, all of this time spent on all these attorneys [crosstalk 01:11:01] and a 
comment apparently doesn't make a difference at all, because you've clearly listened to the other 10%, or 
whatever percentage it was, and developed all these nice detailed plans based on the other 10%. So the state 
of Alaska is at home with Tongass National Forests. The U.S Forest Service doesn't own Tongass National 
Forest. The U.S. public owns the forest, and we're not being heard. I just don't understand why it didn't end at 
scoping, when it was pretty clear what day you guys covered the plan. [crosstalk 01:11:50] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I don't know what to say. I know that we were bad. And I know that we meaning myself, and the 
other Alaska realist coordinator on the team, I think you guys know where [crosstalk 01:12:05] was my 
counterpart, she left me to take a detail, at a very certain station. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: But I know that when we looked at all those scoping comments, and the content analysis we got on 
those, and it was clear that the majority expressed support for the no action, we made clear that was clear in 



our scoping report. We came up with a summary scoping report, and we thought it was important to include 
that, to acknowledge that. And we did that. I don't want to say that the no action was given less consideration 
than the other alternatives. You know, that's kind of the deeper process. You come up with the proposed 
action. In this case, the state pushed a full exemption. You always have to consider the no action, and then you 
kind of look at ways to respond to everything you've heard. And so the other alternatives reflect, and attempt to 
respond to some of those and to 
 
 
 
 
 
respond to, both what the state was asking for at that time. To respond to some of those specific Alaska things, 
that even the agency recognizes would be helpful. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: But that doesn't mean that the no action isn't still an alternative on the ropes. 
 
I'll have [crosstalk 01:13:27] 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Secretary- [crosstalk 01:13:33] 
 
 
 
Speaker 8: You guys might be listening, but he's not listening, because I don't know. [inaudible 01:13:39], and 
you don't have to. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Sorry, Cal first [crosstalk 01:13:46] I'll come back to you. 
 
 
 
Cal: I want to go back to this ASQ question, because I think the next stop after this, is going to be a change to 
the ASQ, because you put more [inaudible 01:13:56]. 
 
You're putting more land in the timber base. ASQ generation changes. To sit there and say that the ASQ hasn't 
been a change, I guarantee you the next step is going to be that. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: What's ASQ 
 
 
 
Speaker 6: Allowed [crosstalk 01:14:12] 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Even the preferred equipment more timber back into the base. Some leave the middle engraved. 
You put more timber back into the base, of course the ASQ is going to be calculated. Whether you guys ant to 
do it or not, the same people pushing this preferred alternative, is going to be the same people pushing the 
change to the ASQ. Just watch, mark my words. 
 
 
 



Speaker 3: It's caused smoke. I mean anything's possible in the future. It's possible. It's possible, the forest 
plan we revised in the future. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Tomorrow after this passes. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: But the fact is that the timber target has gone down the past few years. So it's all about supply and 
demand. Can that change? Maybe, but mills have gone away as well. It's expensive to harvest timber and to 
process it. We've had sales on the shelves that haven't sold, so ... 
 
 
 
Cal: You just said process timber. You said process timber- 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: And so this is going to help somehow? That's going to help that situation. Cal: You said process 
timber, but the stuff is getting exported to China. 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: No, not currently, because of the tariffs. 
 
 
 
Cal: Well, because of the tariff is what happened there, but without the tariffs, it'd be going right this minute. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I will say, the 2016 plan was the first amendment under rated times rules? So ASQ is now called 
the potential timber sale quantity, PTSQ. The agency, the forest service, and autonomous is obligated to look 
at a market plan, the language of seek to meet market demand. And so with any planning effort, we have to 
identify what we think that demand is. And it is largely based on what the end products is. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: The end product is round logs going to China? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: We made the assumption it might be, I mean it might be. made the assumption early on that wrote 
this rulemaking wasn't going to drive up timber, the volume cut, because the forest plan would remain in place, 
and there was nothing that indicated that 46 million board feed that the forest plan identifies, and that was 
based on what we believe market demand is for Tongass timber in the longterm in that 15 year forest plan, life 
in the forest plan. We did look, Nicole looked at that again, and there is no information right now that indicates 
that anything has changed. You know, the underlying assumptions in that analysis remain valid today. There's 
nothing that tells the agency that we need more timber off the Tongass. And I think that validates our belief, 
that level of timber harvest really isn't going to change much. Right now, economics are even poorer than they 
have been in the past, because of tariffs, and other things going on in the destination markets. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: That's really what drives Tonga's demand. That's what drives industry to buy and harvest, and in 
markets aren't great right now. 



 
 
 
Speaker 2: You have to add in the fact that the best Timber of the Tongass is long gone, and it's more 
expensive now. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: We're over our time. I'll take a couple more questions, and then we need to break, instead of just- 
[crosstalk 01:17:53] Oh sorry. I know, I'm sorry, back to you first. 
 
 
 
Speaker 9: Just a couple of comments. One of 90% is[inaudible 01:17:58] they are [inaudible 01:18:12] 
politicians. And I think that we send in our [inaudible 01:18:12] forest service, so whatever's sent to your last 
delegation, say 80 guys. Three's a lot of people who are saying what we're saying. You should listen to us. 
THat's all in respect [crosstalk 01:18:21]. However, but first of all do that. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
Speaker 6: I'd just like the clarification, because we're going to take a break here, and the second half of this is 
going to be subsistence hearing. There's probably many of 
 
 
 
 
 
us in the room that have comments about the road less, and it's a bigger issue than just subsistence. And so 
I'm wondering what you're looking for, and what's acceptable in comments, because I have three reasons why I 
think that we should be doing alternative one and no action. And in the final paragraph, it talks about 
subsistence. So is that being, I'm not welcome to speak in the second half, or I have to give my comments, just 
about subsistence. 
 
 
 
Speaker 6: This is a big issue, and the ramifications for all of us that use the Tongass, if we go with alternative 
six it's big, and it's bigger than subsistence. So, what are you looking for in second half? 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Well, we're asking that testimony be related to how the final rule could affect your subsistence 
lifestyle, [crosstalk 01:19:29] and any other comments you're welcome to write down. With that being said, in 
some of the hearings, other things have come out, but it was focused on the effect of subsistence. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I mean I think, if I can add to that, I know that the other hearings, people expressed a variety of 
concerns. The one thing I want to make sure we respect is that we have two hours for the hearings. I don't 
know how many people want to provide testimony. I'm certainly not going to cut anybody off, because of my 
interpretation of whether you're comments are really relevant to what section 8:10 provides for. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: We just need to be respectful that the intent is to really come to an understanding of how this 
proposal might affect some systems use, and just recognize that depending on the number of people we have 
that want to provide testimony, we need to make sure everybody has an equal amount of time. So, I don't 
know. We'll take a look the sign in sheets, and how many people want to provide testimony, kind of divide the 



time up. We'll probably start with a time limit, just to make sure we cover everybody that wants to provide 
testimony, and then we can certainly circle back around if we have time to do that. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Could we have a show of hands who will be providing testimony? 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: I think there's a signup sheet wasn't there that went up. [crosstalk 01:21:02] 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I know those signup sheets were confusing. Deborah invited Mark that they wanted to Yes, I'm 
sorry. The signup sheets were very confusing. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Another show of hands perhaps. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: You know, we'll just go off the signup sheets, and if it's clear on the signup sheets, I think there's a 
why under some names here, meaning testimony. Yes. We'll start with that, but we're not going to end at the 
last person on the signup sheets. So if you intend, if you want to give testimony, we'll go through these sheets, 
and then we'll open up to others in the room. Or you can go back to 
 
 
 
 
 
where you signed in, and put a Y in that first column, so that we know for sure you want to give testimony. I'll 
take a look at those numbers and then kind of come up with that initial limit, so that we can make sure 
everybody's- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Reduce this for subsistence? Just comments or, in general. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Again, like Bosch said, the intent is to provide testimony on how the proposal will affect 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Just for subsistence, or is it more progressive? Speaker 1: It's a subsistence hearing. [inaudible 
01:22:31] 
 
Cal: ]Be creative in how you define subsistence. [crosstalk 01:22:40] 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: Take a break. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: So, you said 90% of people who lived in communities of the Tongass? Is it statewide 90%, nation 
90%? 
 



 
 
Speaker 1: It was actually over 90%, and I don't know the exact percent [crosstalk 01:23:01] nationally, that 
was nationally. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: So, do we know how much the percentage was for the communities living in the Tongass- 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I think it did vary. It was still the majority. Some communities were 100% in favor of no action. We 
did hear in some communities people who supported it. But again, the majority- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Would it be fair to say like 80% majority- 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I don't guess- [crosstalk 01:23:25], over 50% 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: So, if I remember the slide you said alternative five was supported by Ketchikan, Juneau, and a 
couple of other communities 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: That was the community use priority. They supported some additional economic opportunity in their 
communities. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Okay, so guess is that when you make a selection, to choose alternative one, two, three, four, five, 
and six, right?. You don't get to choose multiple alternatives, but when you said 90% or majority, you're saying 
that the people who responded, and the response is once election, or can you respond with multiple 
selections? 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Can the agency respond? 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: You said most of the people who responded. So, I'm assuming that means individuals. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: Oh could could they respond with identifying different- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: I'm guessing they respond with one choice. That would only be skewed, say 90% [inaudible 
01:24:28]. What I'm trying to get to is you have a population. You say the majority of that population who made 
a selection chose alternative one. But you're saying that the two most populous areas selected alternative five? 
 



 
 
Speaker 1: No, I would not say that Juneau wanted alternative five. I don't exactly know- Speaker 3: Use 
alternatives three- 
 
Speaker 1: I think- 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: Oh, so it's three. 
 
 
 
Speaker 3: But they supported the community use designation. But of those, some still preferred no action. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I would have to go back to the letter that we got from the city and borough of Juneau, but I don't 
think it was in full support of an exemption. I think it just asked for additional, like a buffer of some sort. Juneau 
was the letter that I know had three mile buffer, where they wanted to be able to do additional activities in the 
borough. But I would not characterize the Juneau letter as being supportive of full exemption. There have been 
like Ketchikan Gateway Bureau has passed a resolution in favor of full exemption. At the same time, the 
Ketchikan Indian tribe has submitted comments requesting the no action. So even in communities there are 
clearly opposing viewpoints. 
 
 
 
Speaker 2: So, I guess I'm getting to the what we can do, if those local governments are not representing the 
majority of the people who are speaking. Perhaps there's an opportunity to address those assemblies and say, 
why aren't you listening to the majority of your people who are in favor of alternative one? 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: I think that's a very good idea. I know that in Petersburg, they had two different proposed 
resolutions in Petersburg. Both of them were voted down, I think because the Petersburg borough wanted 
additional time to think about it. They have one more borough meeting, or city meeting, city council. I don't 
know what it is in Petersburg. Was it a borough or city a council? But, whatever. They have one more meeting 
before the close and the comment period that they expected those resolutions 
 
 
 
 
 
Mike Taylor: The reporting on that was very poor, because there was a vote, there was a proposal to support 
the full exemption. It was voted down six to one. I mean that's pretty decisive. 
 
 
 
Speaker 1: That was in the article that I saw actually. And the one in support of the full exemption was a much 
narrower, and I think that the agreement there was that the city council, or the borough assembly, or whatever 
it's called in Petersburg, would take it up again at their next meeting, which is prior to the close of the market 
period. So yes, that's a very good, if you don't think your locally elected officials are representing your interests 
or positions, I would write to them as well or, get an audience with them as well. So we really do need to take a 
break, so I make sure that the recorders are ready to go, and we'll start up again. [crosstalk 01:27:52] 
 
[Position] 
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Re: Transcripts and recordings of public meetings for the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement administrative record 

 

Dear Mr. Tu, 

We are discouraged that the Forest Service did not record oral testimony at public meetings for the Alaska 

Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). In an effort to capture the public’s statements 

and questions, we collectively recorded 7 of the public meetings and now provide you with these recordings 

(audio and/or video files) and associated transcripts. The fact that we do not include recordings from the 

other 14 public meetings in Alaska does not reflect their lower importance, but rather our lack of capacity to 

arrange for recordings there. We also include video and a transcript from an additional meeting, in Seattle, 

held by the public regarding the Alaska Roadless Rule issue.  

The agency is missing important information by failing to record the public meetings. The agency did not 

record public meetings during the scoping period, but later recognized that information from those scoping 

meetings helped to develop the DEIS.1 Accordingly, the public meetings for the DEIS are also important 

sources of information and comments that the agency is failing to capture. Although the agency records 

testimony at subsistence hearings, some public meetings were not followed by a subsistence hearing. Further, 

while subsistence topics are critically important to consider for the DEIS, other important issues such as 

recreation, wilderness values, and commercial fishing would not be captured in a subsistence hearing.  

Failing to consider oral comments from public meetings erodes public trust. The majority of commenters 

during scoping opposed changing the roadless rule on the Tongass. Our own review of the scoping 

comments found over 95% of commenters supported keeping the roadless rule intact. Yet the agency’s 

preferred alternative is to fully remove the roadless rule from operating on the Tongass. As one member of 

the public stated at the meeting in Washington DC, “…[Y]ou weren't even recording the comments made 

this afternoon or at most of the public hearings in Alaska, there is no excuse for that. You could have 

brought in a court reporter or video recorded it and had comments transcribed . . . Why is the Forest Service 

refusing to truly listen to the people who will have to be left in this devastation of the consequences of this 

repeal, especially Alaska natives?”2 Failing to record oral comments at these meetings not only misses vital 

information but also contributes to the public’s growing sense that the agency is not listening. 

 
1 84 Federal Register 55522, 55527 (October 17, 2019) (“Public comments received during the [scoping] comment period and 
information from the public [scoping] meetings helped inform the development of the alternatives to the proposed rule.”). 
2 Kari Ames, Tlingit, Alaska Native Voices Cultural Heritage Guide, at the Washington DC meeting on November 14, 2019.  



In addition, despite numerous requests for a greater geographical spread of meetings from conservation and 

recreation organizations and local elected officials across the nation, public meetings for the Alaska Roadless 

Rule DEIS were only held within Alaska and in Washington, D.C. The Tongass National Forest is federally 

managed for all Americans, yet this decision sharply limited the opportunity for interested persons to learn 

about the project and supply oral comments. In the state of Washington, where the connection to the 

Tongass National Forest is close and powerful, the public held their own meeting in lieu of an official 

opportunity to meet with the United States Forest Service. 

We submit the following audio files, video files, and associated transcripts3 for you to incorporate into the 

administrative record: 

• Juneau meeting on November 4: audio file and transcript. 

• Wrangell meeting on November 6: audio file and transcript. 

• Anchorage meeting on November 6: audio file of the presentation, audio file of the Question & 

Answer session, and transcript of the Question & Answer session.  

• Washington DC meeting on November 14: audio files, video files, web links to video, and transcript. 

• Gustavus meeting on November 20: audio file (transcript provided via a separate submission).  

• Seattle Community Public Meeting on November 23: video file and transcript. 

• Skagway meeting on November 26: audio file and transcript. 

• Haines meeting on December 7: audio file and transcript. 

We are sending all written materials by email to akroadlessrule@usda.gov; we also provide both the written 

material and the multimedia files on a thumb drive sent via certified mail. We ask that you include this letter, 

the transcripts, audio files, and video files as part of the administrative record for the Alaska Roadless Rule 

DEIS and for the associated rulemaking, and we urge the Forest Service to record oral testimony at public 

meetings in the future. Please contact susan.culliney@audubon.org or jill_gottesman@tws.org with any 

questions. Thank you for your attention to this important matter.  

 

Sincerely, 

Audubon Alaska 

Earthjustice 

Southeast Alaska Conservation Council 

The Wilderness Society 

Women’s Earth and Climate Action Network (WECAN) 

Washington Wild 

 
3 We used transcription services to transcribe audio and video files recorded at the public meetings. However, we cannot 
guarantee accuracy of the written transcripts, and therefore also provide the underlying audio and video files.  
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Juneau Alaska Roadless Rulemaking Public Meeting Recorded on November 4th, 2019. 

 

Speaker 1: Once again, you have to look at the fact that the level first doesn't change and 
same with the fisheries in your industry. You've got the neutral no effects all the 
way across the border. The reason for that is the protections, the recurring 
productions, the applied, and Thomas sports time we've continued to acquire. 
So you still wouldn't be able to go cut up to the extreme, right in any of the 
alternatives. And we still have the key watershed is protected in all the 
alternative is including the full exception actually, there is a forest plan ready for 
forest planning policy direction that protect those watersheds. 

Speaker 1: We'll get to that, that crusades to that. And then lastly, there's protecting 
terrestrial habitat on habitat and biological diversity. This is kind of a summary 
of those effects. They are slightly different [inaudible 00:01:15] and there are 
some, but overall it's minimal adverse effect. So if you want more information, 
we've got two websites. One, it has our general rule is information and the 
other one is project information and all the Dr. Carl polo documents are posted 
on the side on the left. Also, we have a story map online tool that you can use. It 
has all the alternatives. You can drill down into each alternatives, but probably 
the most useful tab is the furthest tab to the right that's tab you'll be able to 
turn off, on and off, various data layers and you'll be able to compare the 
alternatives on the same map out to a specific area. 

Speaker 1: So if you want to comment, you have until close of business December 17th or 
midnight December 17th I should say Alaska time to provide your cards. You can 
do that through regulations.gov you can do that through our project website. 
You can do that by filling us a letter to that address. He also had an email 
address. [inaudible 00:02:38] That you can send an email to or today we will 
accept any written comments. So the next steps, as you know, we issued order 
DEIS as opposed to Google last month in October, which initiated the public 
comment period ends December 17 the rest of the month of November we'll be 
going around Southeast Alaska and giving very similar meetings throughout 
Southeast Alaska will also be an Anchorage in Washington, D C then after close 
to the common period. We were both transition the draft environmental impact 
to the final environmental impact statement based on public input. That could 
mean changes in analysis, changing the law alternatives are tribal and native 
Alaskan Data consultation is ongoing as well as our public engagement is 
ongoing. 

Speaker 1: The final environmental impact statement will be published late spring, early 
summer of 2020 and then the secretary of agriculture who is the responsible 
official for this decision will determine which alternative should become final 
and then we will need to come upon a rule in summer of 2020 and with that I'm 
going to turn it over to Chris and we will open it up for Q and A. 
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Speaker 2: So thank you once again for joining us. Then we switched over to the questions 
and answer session. I'm just going to ask if you put your hands up so I can get a 
feel for how many questions we're going to have this evening. I get a feel for 
that or make sure we are at that time. I have a question as we continue, we're 
going to ask it to ask the question on the microphone so please hold the 
microphone for you. My colleague on the far side over there on that side of the 
room and I'll work with that. We will transition to introductions. 

Speaker 2: So you've met Ken and it also introduced a couple other folks here. Christine 
Goff, he's our national director for the city management board. Christine 
oversees [inaudible 00:04:56] and NEPA and forest planning for the agency and 
she has been can be executive working with Ken and others on developing the 
rule and [inaudible 00:05:09] region. Okay, so what we want to do here is just to 
answer any broader questions for the group. We also want to again remind you 
that if you have comments, things like that, that were stuck in, you read the 
comments in the back and we encourage you to do that. Let me take the first 
question that was asked [inaudible 00:05:31] you know, so if it didn't change 
much, why are we doing this? 

Speaker 2: I think it's important to look at the, the information that when this was initiated 
wisely as for this exemption and when the secretary made his decision that he 
thought this was the most responsive based on the information that he gave up, 
we gave him, basically the saying was, Hey look, this wasn't just about where 
you look at the comments and input they gave us and the petition, it was 
actually my fraud, the requests really focused in on barriers to economic 
development within communities here in Southeast Alaska. 

Speaker 2: A part of that is was forest products and timber production, but it was also 
around access to critical minerals, mining, access to development of mitigation 
sites, hydroelectric energy and other connections between communities, those 
sorts of things. So it was a host of issues that were brought forward. And it is 
true that there's not a lot of fluctuation between the various alternatives. If you 
just look at it through the lens of timber production because that's really 
controlled by other pieces. The boundaries of that are controlled by statute 
through the timber, the Tonga timber reformat, the specifics of how you deliver 
that are bound by the forest plan and the road less rule which sits in between. 
That provides essentially this overriding piece to the forest plan about where 
you could do that and what this change is, where he can do that. 

Speaker 2: But the probably the broadest effect is the ability for local communities to 
develop some of these others without some of the border that the robo school 
puts in place to focus on. I know the following question to that is how would 
you approve many of those were those that come in. We have, but what this 
allows us to do is to do that more expediently and maybe in ways that are more 
cost effective that proponents of this are saying are creating barriers to 
economic development and local communities. So that's the overall basically. All 
right, we're going to open it up for questions and Earl is going to be the guy. 
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Speaker 3: Thank you. Thank you for your presentation. My question involves climate 
change. Given the fact that that is probably one of the, it is one of the largest 
environmental issues chasing the globe and that the [inaudible 00:08:23] is the 
largest US [inaudible 00:08:31] 8% that's about half of all the other national 
forest. Why isn't climate change considered on this presentation? I know that 
looking over in US forest service records that had been considered in 2010, 2006 
thank you very much. 

Speaker 1: Okay, thank you. I'll go first and then Ken or someone else want to do this for 
the road less role, doesn't authorize any actual activities that would affect those 
things that you're talking about in terms of carbon on the Thomas that's really 
controlled by both statue and the forest plan and the way that it and the way 
that that operates. And so that's, I would say that's the broader reason why they 
see that and much of your analysis within the EIS is into the analysis that was 
associated with [inaudible 00:09:43] plan where it clearly talked about the 
linkages, their climate change and how that was considered in the development 
of that plan. And that's really the controlling piece about how we're managing 
the forest within that context. And I, I don't know [inaudible 00:09:58] 

Speaker 3: I would just add that to Chris's point about the, the proposed Rover's role, no 
matter which alternative to selected doesn't change the harvest level. It only 
changes the potential locations where you could actually go accomplish that 
harvest. And so the level of harvest is the same as it is prescribed in the 2016 
forest plan. And hence with that additional environmental analysis will happen 
when actual activities are proposed on the ground so that we can analyze that 
based on where those activities are actually proposed. But the road was from 
doesn't do that and not wish alternative is selected. 

Speaker 1: Well I've got one more question over here and y'all can just keep your seats 
[inaudible 00:10:52] . 

Speaker 2: Thank you Bill [inaudible 00:10:54] Thank you for being here and for your 
continued professionalism. It's difficult times in the deliberative process. 
Leading up to the choice of option six. How did the debt process consider the 
warmest ecological contributions? The natural capital, every system provided by 
the congress which resulted in about $700 million worth of economic activity 
benefit. The possibility that would be equivalent to door and lead to future 
degradation, degradation, value of that natural. Thank you. 

Speaker 1: So what's getting that goes back to the fact Alaska rules for alternative 
[inaudible 00:11:46] doesn't change the level part. So you know whether you 
heard of steam overruled over here in the lowest area versus old road in the 
there that's not, those have roughly pulling back. And the always for his plan 
[inaudible 00:12:08] alive for a base set of ecological protection to [inaudible 
00:12:16] to old growth habitat and we believe that the 2016 forest plan 
provides [inaudible 00:12:27] 
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Speaker 4: I think I can make this a lot more fun. How about if we know that we don't want 
to do comments tonight for the record, how about stand up? It'll get blood 
flowing as well if you're here tonight because you care about what happens on 
the Tonga national floor. Now stay standing 

Speaker 3: [inaudible] 

Speaker 4: because you want to see the no action alternative on the Tonga. 

Speaker 4: Are you here to grow the no [inaudible 00:13:19] service? 

Speaker 4: know this all ready but we're really tired of being bored out of these meetings 
where we want to have a stay and also want to ask a question important as 
well. So thank you for standing up. Thank you for being heard. My question to 
the forest service would be 

Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:13:38] hold on. I want us to be professional and other clubs that 
were ready to ask questions we're going to get to you of course we are. 
[inaudible 00:14:08] I appreciate that. I'm say, I want to make sure, I want to 
make sure everybody gets the, I want to make sure that everybody is able to ask 
if they want to, 

Speaker 4: but would like to make a comment for the record while you're here tonight 
because you came out and set aside time aside in your evening, you could be 
home with your kids, you could be home with your families, you could be out 
doing your hobby. Then instead we're here in this room. We're tired of not 
being heard in Southeast Alaska. I don't think that that's news 

Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:14:41] provide your comments to us in, in written format. We will 
definitely consider it. So if you have some thoughts here, you could just jot it 
down. We got yellow stickies, write it on the back, what our head down is 
headed into [inaudible 00:14:57] and then you can also send us a letter later on 
when you have time to articulate anything more. We have a woman over here 
that has question [inaudible 00:15:09] . 

Speaker 5: Thank you. My name's Jaylene [inaudible 00:15:24] passion here with on behalf 
of the sea Alaska corporation, originally from Angoon from [inaudible 00:15:28] 
national monument. Question suggestion are alternative six map. It looks like 
there's 9 million acres open now for development, but I have been around the 
road less or the longest management regulations that you've for many years 
and I know that that map doesn't really show what's actually even available for 
development. It's just showing me what's off the [inaudible 00:15:55] Is there a 
way for you to create a map like that that shows what's actually available for 
development so that people don't continue to misconstrue this as opening out 9 
billion acres of the time is to development because that is not what is 
happening here. There are many regulations in place that protect the tiniest and 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=xNcAk7I8Nym29w6OQTV3w1GxqgYACHYuHV5o7cGWXzlz_j2qKZkiJCYlg5fx_CnqwsU8PnVkFXZQ64Ykdr66aUFM3sU&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 13, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Juneau Roadless Rule Meeting - Final 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 5 of 22 

 

I'm hoping that you'll take that suggestion and potentially make a map that 
shows the real picture of what this does. 

Speaker 5: And then my last question is because I know that a lot of our cries and our 
communities are concerned about now having a case by case analysis of 
projects, whether it's timber or other, what are you going to do with the forest 
service to ensure that that input is meaningful, that the communities and tribes 
in the state and all the community members still feel that their concerns are 
heard on, on each of those projects that are at analysis analyze on a case by 
case bases. 

Speaker 1: So in terms of the actual impact is going to be opened up on the Tongus as a 
result of selecting alternative sixth and full attention alternative. We do have a 
map, I think it's over by the gentleman in red back there that describes and 
shows the hundred and 85,000 acres that we'd be open to resulting selecting 
alternative six and those 185,000 acres. There's about 165,000 acres that are 
about 20,000 acres [inaudible 00:17:27] . And how we determined that based 
on the suitability analysis from the 2016 correspondence analysis, who is are the 
areas that were determined based solely on the rules, the status. The only other 
remaining areas is by far the majority of the areas were determined to be not 
suitable to our analysis which are based on the fact that there's no trees out 
there. 

Speaker 1: There's two seat for one operation. There's other considerations are in 
wilderness areas or another areas that prohibited [inaudible 00:18:20] . 
Anybody want to add to that? 

Speaker 6: Well, you know in terms of, okay, so there's two questions here. One is what is, 
what is your sense of actually affect and is more limited in terms of what you 
can actually do more on those acres? You know, both of us basically said you 
can't harvest commercial timber, you can't build roads. If you look at what 
allows us and how we can find where we can do it there, those two things. If 
you don't have road this, there's a series of other things that we have to follow 
ball and regulation and forest plan that decline that. So you can't really build the 
road on a smoke that's going like this. You can't, our national forest 
management act doesn't allow us to harvest timber and that's why we talk 
about, again, this more limited set of acres that were actually disclosed in the 
two thousands about where you could do, you could do this nationally. 

Speaker 6: That plan is probably the biggest controlling factor where you can do things are 
not roasted as well as an ELCA and the time is typically going to happen and 
that's [inaudible 00:19:32] 

Speaker 2: that's the reality clarification. I think a lot of misinformation. 

Speaker 2: I'm sorry I didn't answer your second question. The second question, if I heard 
you correctly, how are we doing? Do you size the civic input and analysis on 
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projects? Correct. [inaudible 00:19:56] right. Let me turn that over to digital 
course. 

Speaker 7: Yeah, so site specific projects is like our normal NEPA process. So we we're 
required to follow a national environmental policy act and I think most of you 
are familiar with that person proposed timber sale. If there's a proposed 
recreation project that goes through the standard NEPA process of public input 
decision making and objection process and so that all gets considered. That's 
not a Trump day way by, so again, we've got alignment. Clarity has led to a lot of 
emotional Elizabeth some topic and you'll hear a lot on both extremes, but 
there's not a lot of emphasis or attention to students at all the alternatives and 
little some of the language that could improve those. I was a member of the 
[inaudible 00:21:02] by myself. 

Speaker 7: I was also a member of the citizens advisory committee that worked on a lot of 
the worse than all the alternatives that work is between those two strings and 
what was unanimously agreed to an adopted very specific language on settler. 
I'm on forest service. We refer to that to some various levels throughout. None, 
none of the exact mean really adopted. I'm just curious when the veganism is to 
bring that forward with the language tech dispensary, is that still a possibility? 

Speaker 2: So I'm going to answer your question Roger. Way for anyone in the audience 
that thinks that we miss something we didn't reflect and one of the alternatives 
are viewpoints or on the analysis that we we were missing something or didn't 
do correctly and that's what you're bringing up Robert, this you don't think 
that'd be reflecting those exceptions. Correct. Any input from and we'll make 
those adjustments and then do your input. There may be some things we agree 
with, some things we don't agree with, but that's, that's the process that, and 
I'm sure across the board whenever we have this many comments and this 
much input, we did our best to reflect everything we've heard and what you see 
on the wall. But I know that it can't, there's going to be refinements and 
changes. And Ken talked earlier about those commitment protection areas that 
we know we have still work to do in other areas. So this is that space to do this. 
Tell us, 

Speaker 8: hi, my name is Elaine trooper. I was wondering since it's pretty clear by the 
Nora's attendance at this gathering and by the huge number of ribbon 
comments here is received, there must be some debrief and for trying to fight 
the no action role. So I'm wondering, my question is what are the financial 
advantages to corporations with any of these alternatives compared to the no 
alternative option? 

Speaker 1: The question, just so we get it correctly, what, what were the financial benefits 
to corporations in any of the action alternatives as compared to the no action? 

Speaker 2: Okay. That's a good question. I don't think we really hit analysis to 
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Speaker 2: any specific corporations. However, our analysis was very broad, qualitative 
because I can paint your time for the record, but once again to the fact that 
there is no increase in timber harvest, that it really has minimal beneficial effect 
to the timber industry. We also think that the visitor use industry that there, 
there is a adverse effect to that. However, would you think that it's a 
displacement effect and will will really be bad for some outfitter and guys that 
are displaced potentially permanently or for long term in specific areas? So civic 
areas or watersheds could the visual quality could, they could get to the or to be 
roads in certain areas that are kind of while today and that could displace an 
adverse [inaudible 00:24:52] . 

Speaker 2: However, on the flip side of that, the roads that are used to vault, they could be 
utilized for greater access to road less areas and increase a different type of 
recreation, motorized recreation, recreational use that is dependent on roads 
and then the fishing fishing industry. We felt that there was no effect because 
being because of the, the protections in place from the 2016 forest plan and the 
protection of all the watersheds on the top of the session for us. Did that 
answer your question? 

Speaker 2: Okay. Sorry. Cut. We'll have to come back on the one-on-one trying to answer 
that better. 

Speaker 9: Yeah. Hi, my name is Erin Branco. I would just like to a dollar for every time you 
said 2016 forest plan because one of the things that I think is really important to 
recognize is how temporary that is and this exemption is not a temporary 
exemption. Can you tell me if it sunsets the exemption with the parts plan? 
That's a rhetorical question. So I would ask that each time in these public areas 
that you have, here's my question, what are you, what would you, what do you 
say, 2016 and protections for the duration of the 2016 forest planning because 
the road less act black to shape the next plan. And if it doesn't exist, those 
protections won't be in it. And we want those protections. And you're no longer 
in the congress and you're back in Washington, D C you're, you're onto your 
next [inaudible 00:27:04] . 

PART 1 OF 3 ENDS [00:27:04] 

Speaker 10: ...And you're back in Washington, D.C. or you're on to your next assignment in 
the [port 00:27:05] service. The people who are here are still here. [crosstalk 
00:27:11] 

Speaker 10: Okay, here's another question. Will you please take my question as a formal 
comment [crosstalk 00:27:18] this discussion, into the record? 

Speaker 11: If you write it down. 
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Speaker 10: So, [crosstalk 00:27:34] just to talk about that real quick. Rules, like the Roadless 
Rule, are generated as policy by every administration that's in there. So, the 
2001 Roadless Rule was graded under Administration. 

Speaker 10: Other rules that we follow, same thing. In fact, [inaudible 00:27:55] if it does get 
revised at some point, and we're asked to look at that every 10, 15 years, it 
follows another rule that was just updated under the last Administration called 
the 2012 Forest Planning Rule. And that sets the guise of how we think about 
management for the Forest Plan going forward. 

Speaker 10: So yes, that is a multi-year plan. On average, the Agency takes six to eight years, 
a big public process to revise those Forest Plans. Yes, any of these can be 
changed at a time. The Administration that wants to change a policy or rule, 
they can be [crosstalk 00:28:33] public that's working with us when we revise 
the Plan that could change how the plan works. 

Speaker 11: But both of those have a lot of public info [inaudible 00:28:41]. 

Speaker 10: That's just the best way I can answer that. 

Speaker 10: Also, I didn't want to be flippant saying that if you write it down, we will take it. 
But, there's a reason behind that. And, the Agency... 

Speaker 12: But don't we have a recorder? 

Speaker 10: Well, we haven't done the best in interpreting what people have to say in the 
past. And we did it wrong, so it is best if you write it down, and that way, we can 
get multiple people to look at it. 

Speaker 12: [inaudible 00:29:19] can give you some! 

Speaker 10: I'm sorry. 

Speaker 10: I mean, we encourage it. If you have thoughts, write them down. And that way, 
we'll take what's in the [inaudible 00:29:29] record, and that's important. 

Speaker 10: Are there other questions? 

Speaker 13: Yes, thank you. I'm going to go into a bit more delicate scale. I had the good 
fortune to go out and pull invasive weeds with [SEAF 00:29:42] in partnership 
with the Tongass National Forest a couple times. 

Speaker 13: And, that's made me really aware of the impact that we have on the ecosystem 
and on the habitat here in [inaudible 00:29:54]. I also row along the coast and 
I've had a chance to volunteer both with Forest Service biologists and other 
biologist friends into a lot of places [crosstalk 00:30:05]. 
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Speaker 13: The amount of invasive species that I, with my limited experience, can recognize 
deep into places when they're in proximity to roads is horrifying to me. The 
ecological value of some of these invasive species... The ecological damage to 
these invasive species. 

Speaker 13: So, I have three questions. One is, what the Tongess' current budget is to deal 
with invasive species on the Forest. The second would be what the success of 
eradicating invasive species on the Forest is given your current budget. And the 
third would be how do you factor the public cost and ecological cost of 
extending roads into these areas which make corridors to put invasive species 
on that basically, from the best I can see, you can never undo. 

Speaker 10: I appreciate that comment. I remember working as a Ranger at Prince of Wales 
over in 2003. Prior to that, I think we were all in denial, this can't happen to 
Alaska. I remember someone pointing out reed canary grass in an area that I 
was familiar with that as well. 

Speaker 10: Invasives are an issue. I don't know currently exactly how much the Tongess... 
Even some local folks here are spending. We do have strategies in place. You're 
right, roads tend to be [portals 00:31:39] at areas, and we have taken 
precautions. We've got standards in terms of our seat next year, [inaudible 
00:31:47] seat, and things. We do go in to recover sites. 

Speaker 10: I'd have to get you someone in the Tongess for exactly how much and what the 
success is. I know in some areas, we're certainly more successful than others. 
And typically, we have a strategy to see where we can put our money where 
we'll be most effective as well. But I'd have to talk to some of the specialists on 
the Tongess, yeah. 

Speaker 14: Thank you, sir. And my blood pressure has gone up every time you said, "written 
comments." I remember a time when we used to have public hearings where 
we would listen to the people we convened with. Not just say, "send in your 
written comments." 

Speaker 14: Some people don't have either the time or the ability to write well and to put 
thoughts that are so important to them on paper. And, I think you are shirking 
your responsibility to not have [inaudible 00:33:05] where you hear people. You 
don't read people. And, I have seen this as being a trend in all the course of 
these meetings in the last... How many? Ten to 15 years, where you've done 
away with public [crosstalk 00:33:28]. 

Speaker 14: We're a public [inaudible 00:33:33], which I think is extremely important to the 
process, extremely important to us. And how could you rationalize not 
recording any of our public comments? 
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Speaker 10: Thank you. I appreciate what you're saying. I will seriously think about that. 
We're trying to create an even playing field for everyone and make sure that 
everyone has an opportunity to provide their input. 

Speaker 10: One of our core values as an agency is to make sure that we are listening, and if 
you feel that we're not doing that, or if your views are not represented in what 
we put up here in the alternatives, for that, I hear you. And I said something 
that as we look at those comments that come in at the leadership [crosstalk 
00:34:49]. 

Speaker 15: My name is Bob [Canes 00:34:52] and I'm a [crosstalk 00:34:53] here. I've gone 
here and [inaudible 00:34:59] National Forest. But, my question is really not 
related to my true business. It's related to the big picture. And I wonder if you 
could bring up that environmental analysis slide. Which one... Yeah, that's it. 

Speaker 15: My question to you is, looking at these different alternatives, our [inaudible 
00:35:34]. Minimal or none. And my question is, how were those determined? 
How far into the future did your analysts go when putting up with these effects? 

Speaker 15: Because when we look at the Tongess and the resource it is and what it 
provides, we live here, but what it's going to provide to residents, citizens of our 
country in the next 50 years, 60 years. As our climate and our livability areas 
change, the Tongess is going to be worth more and more and more, 
economically in the state that it's in now, rather than in a compromised state 
with roads. I really believe that we need to look at this way in the future. 

Speaker 15: So my question is, how far into the future, when these effects were determined, 
did your team look? And what kinds of parameters did your team set for what 
effects are? 

Speaker 10: That's a great question. I don't know the exact answer, but I do know that in 
terms of long-term, our planned horizon is only like, 20 years that we looked at. 
So, we did not look 50, 100 years out in the future. And I can find out specifically 
for you, in terms of exactly how we did that specific analysis. 

Speaker 11: I'd also say those ranges should be [inaudible 00:37:25]. Because every resource 
you look at, you're going to look at a different time horizon, usually. I'd also say 
that this slide actually is only looking at key issues. Those key issues that we 
heard from the public that [inaudible 00:37:41]. There's a whole host of other 
effects and analyses that [inaudible 00:37:46]. This is the really key issues that 
we talked about at the beginning of this. So I'd go there and look there. And if 
you think we got some of those wrong, [inaudible 00:38:00]. 

Speaker 10: Am I still going with you in terms of questions? Okay, I'm sorry. Go ahead. 

Speaker 16: Hello. 
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Speaker 10: Oh. 

Speaker 16: My name is [inaudible 00:38:12] and I have two questions. My first question is, 
out of the over 100,000 comments you've received so far, approximately what 
percentage of those prefer to have the current Road Rule on the Tongess? 

Speaker 10: I can't give you an exact number, but it is very high. [crosstalk 00:38:40] 

Speaker 16: And I had a second question, which is, it was widely reported that President 
Trump directed Secretary Purdue to select option six. And I'm curious, is that 
90% of all those thousands and thousands of voices going to stop that from 
happening? 

Speaker 11: So, first of all, it wasn't just the comments that were input that came into this. 
As we named at the beginning, there was the comments, there were the citizens 
advisory, the state's government cooperating agency, other cooperating 
agencies, info we received in consultation, and then some of the work that we 
did with municipalities and others. That all informed where we were, so I want 
to make sure that we characterize that correctly. 

Speaker 11: We have provided all of that information about the voices we heard, the 
amounts of support for any various alternative to the Secretary. The Secretary 
asked us, like I said, to go back and look at some other things to kind of divide 
out some of those a little more closely. And that all informed the decision. 

Speaker 11: In terms of your question in terms of the President, what I can tell you is that we 
get our direction from the Secretary. We inform the Secretary about what we 
heard and what we analyzed. He told us to select which alternative as the 
[inaudible 00:40:12]. 

Speaker 17: Well, my name's [Somers Cole 00:40:19]. I'm a [inaudible 00:40:19] here in 
Southeastern Alaska. And I guess I want to thank Bob for asking questions about 
the environmental analysis slide. I also have a question on that slide. 

Speaker 17: So, [inaudible 00:40:33] that alternatives two through six would have an adverse 
effect on natural habitat- it didn't say that, but an adverse effect on natural 
habitat [inaudible 00:40:46]. How is it possible that adverse effect on [inaudible 
00:40:56], aquatic and biological diversity will have zero impact on the land 
that's here? 

Speaker 11: So, this slide here doesn't really explain the whole story. And mainly it is a 
[crosstalk 00:41:15] because if you look at the EIS, you will see that we had a 
wide variety of [inaudible 00:41:24] and aquatic habitat [crosstalk 00:41:27] 
going from no effect all the way across the board to this will have an adverse 
effect. 
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Speaker 11: And I was trying to generalize this slide and that's my fault for generalizing the 
slide too much and throwing that whole key issue into this one descriptor. But 
you have to go to the EIS to look at the descriptors of the effects. And if you do 
look at aquatic habitat, you will see that there is no effect across the board. 

Speaker 18: [crosstalk 00:41:59] I'm Doug Bryan, I've lived in Alaska for a long time, moved 
out in the woods and fished for a long time. Question that has a key thing to do 
with that, you guys developed really nice alternatives and whatnot. As I look at 
that and what's going on, [inaudible 00:42:22] forgotten about it, taking 
alternative six [inaudible 00:42:27]. 

Speaker 18: My question is, will all of this change with the change in Administration in 
Washington, D.C. in 2020? 

Speaker 11: We are... Yes. I mean, if you look at the history of our rulemakings and others', 
they are fresh in the policy by any Administration who is elected to be in the 
Executive branch. And so, the answer is yes. Another Administration could add a 
different policy reference and they could ask us to undertake a rule-making like 
this. That's the bottom line. 

Speaker 11: And on the [inaudible 00:43:13] one, just to follow up a little bit on what Ken 
said, it's really important to recognize that the protection against the streams 
from any activity that they're doing, they're bounded by the Forest Plans 
standards and guides, the [crosstalk 00:43:33]. And those are really the things 
that affect when you do an individual project, how you do that project. And 
you'll see that in the EIS. 

Speaker 11: And what I would say to that is, we're not standing up here... We've gone 
through and done [inaudible 00:43:53]. We've made a series of alternatives that 
reflect what we heard. The Secretary has chosen preferred alternatives. This is 
your space to look at those and provide us with what you think. 

Speaker 12: No, no, no, no.That's not what this is. It's not a public hearing. 

Speaker 11: No. I'm saying- [crosstalk 00:44:11] That's what we're trying to do is to set you 
up here today about how you comment and how you can provide that input 
[inaudible 00:44:21]. That's the bottom line. 

Speaker 19: [inaudible 00:44:31] Just a couple of quick things before my question, which is a 
direct response to whether this is a hearing or not. It's disturbing that the 
legislative [inaudible 00:44:45] are not treated the same across the board, and 
the alternatives. Because those are standard by-law by the Congress, Senator 
Murkowski and Senator Stevens both voted for [inaudible 00:44:56]. And many, 
many people in this room and other communities have great support for that. 

Speaker 19: My issue is, I'm really confused here. I got a letter, [inaudible 00:45:16], I 
opened it up last night, dated October 18th and it talked about the public 
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process that was going to go forward. And it talked about subsistence hearings. 
Subsistence hearings. 

Speaker 19: And, as I understand it, talking with my friend [inaudible 00:45:37] Sanders, I 
don't know if he's here or not tonight, but he argued last night that under the 
law of the Alaska Benefact, you are required to hold subsistence hearings about 
something of this magnitude happening on this Forest. 

Speaker 19: Now, I came here thinking this was going to be a statistics thing. I am not a 
statistician. I have great respect for those people in this room and throughout 
Alaska [inaudible 00:46:06]. And, this was supposed to be the time and place for 
people to come together and say exactly what [Kayla 00:46:16] was talking 
about earlier. When you talked eloquently about guides in this little nook and 
this cranny, or where have you, some hidden place in the forest, with their spot, 
and they were going to get dislodged from that spot. That's exactly what's going 
to happen statistically to this Forest. And we're sitting here waiting for this 
hearing and it's not here. Do you guys have some kind of answer for this, 
please? 

Speaker 11: Yeah, I do. We should've been more clear upfront. So, we have 17 or 18 public 
meetings here in Alaska. All of those in rural Alaska, rural regions, we will have 
subsistence hearings. Only Anchorage and Juneau we did not because of the 
rural argument parts. 

Speaker 11: And so, we will be hosting our standard public meeting, it will be similar to 
tonight. About a half-hour introduction, an hour of question and answer, and 
then a break. At that time, we'll meet with people one-on-one, and then we'll 
conduct an intensive subsistence hearing. 

Speaker 14: Isn't there a subsistence [inaudible 00:47:30]? 

Speaker 11: I'm sorry, I can't hear you without the mic. 

Speaker 14: I just wondered if there was a subsistence hearing [crosstalk 00:47:37] 

Speaker 11: So, I believe there is a subsistence [RAAC 00:47:42] member that resides in 
Juneau. There will be a RAAC member from Southeast, and these are the 
subsistence hearings we're conducting. But we did not plan for Anchorage and 
Juneau or more urban areas here to conduct or to host. I'm sorry that we 
weren't clear. 

Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:48:07] 

Speaker 11: I'm sorry? 

Speaker 20: That's not true. 
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Speaker 10: I have a question here and then I'll quick [inaudible 00:48:16] 

Speaker 21: Is this working? Good, thank you. I want to give you a little private consult on 
this via diversity and minimal effects. At one time, there was a herring biomass 
[inaudible 00:48:30] 40 miles. It's gone. When are you putting it back? 

Speaker 21: I am [inaudible 00:48:43]. And when I speak for my people, I speak for all my 
ancestors. Our foods, ancestral lands, are these roads in this [inaudible 
00:48:54] ain't gonna take place. 

Speaker 11: Yes sir, thank you for your comments. And I very much appreciate what you're 
saying. And again, we are going to consultation, we're allowing for that input to 
come in through cooperative agency status. And I certainly respect your input 
on that. And come and talk to me afterwards. I appreciate [inaudible 00:49:33]. 

Speaker 11: So, we've got about a few minutes left here for Q&A, then we break up. So, let's 
get a sense of how many more questions we have. I think there was [inaudible 
00:49:48]. 

Speaker 22: Yeah. My question is on the slide that's up there, too. You answered some of it 
and maybe you're going to put some more clout into this slide, but if you look at 
alternative four, five, and six, they're all exactly the same dialogue in each box. 
But alternative four is minimal adverse effect and five and six are moderate. 

Speaker 22: And I guess what I heard is there is a lot more things you just couldn't fit on 
there, but I'm just wondering how many hop from minimal to adverse would 
have exactly the same dialogue underneath about minimal effects in 
development? 

Speaker 10: So, in terms of alternatives four, five, and six, these are very similar in terms of 
impact on [inaudible 00:50:52]. However, as you go along the spectrum, 
alternative four only allows [inaudible 00:51:04] harvest within the modified 
landscape and the timber development. And then as you move to alternative 
five, it adds in [crosstalk 00:51:07] that could potentially get effected. And then 
alternative six is essentially the same as alternative five, [inaudible 00:51:18] 
potential harvest. 

Speaker 23: Thank you. My name's Kathy [inaudible 00:51:18] and I have a follow-up 
question on Juneau into urban to have a subsistence hearing. And I'm just 
curious, is there a population size? Like, at some point will any move be too big 
to have subsistence input? 

Speaker 23: Then I also had a question about [inaudible 00:51:45] along roads. And I'm not 
up-to-date on whether or not Forest policy includes the use of pesticides on 
roads and whether that would be something else potentially introduced by this 
Roadless. 
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Speaker 23: And my third thing is just being a little bit confused. There was a question 
before the official question and answers that I think somebody said, if there's 
really going to be no impact, because it seems like you guys are trying to suggest 
that we're overblowing the effects of alternative six. So, if it's really not going to 
be that, why is it being proposed? 

Speaker 23: Somebody out there said we'll get to that in the questions. So, three questions. 
The subsistence, the pesticides, and why are we even... Well, I guess you said, 
because the Secretary told you to. 

Speaker 10: So there's quite a few questions in there. I'll just try to address again. So, under 
the Federal Subsistence Program, the communities of Juneau, Ketchikan, and 
Anchorage-Fairbanks have not been designated as rural under subsistence. 
They're larger communities. So that community [inaudible 00:53:17]. And so, 
the federally-qualified users primarily reside in the rural communities that we'll 
be visiting during this effort. 

Speaker 10: So, we put that, but we did not advertise a subsistence hearing in a non-rural 
community like Anchorage or Juneau. Looking at it right here, our pesticide has 
changed since I left Alaska. I'm not sure if we're using herbicides as far as what's 
approved here in Alaska. 

Speaker 24: We are on a project-by-project- 

Speaker 10: Project-by-project basis. I know that the Prince of Wales, our landscape 
assessment 

PART 2 OF 3 ENDS [00:54:04] 

Speaker 25: I know that the personal's large landscape assessment... That was an issue that 
we were working through, on whether we would use herbicides as part of that. 

Speaker 26: So that is a potential? 

Speaker 25: What's that? Not in Roadless, no. Yeah, so just real quick, the Roadless Rule 
doesn't talk to that. All Roadless- 

Speaker 26: Right, but if you have a road and pesticides are allowed- 

Speaker 25: Right. And then so the thing to remember is that if we propose to build a road, it 
has to be consistent with the forest plan and then we're going to go through 
with the project, an eco analysis and a decision to do that. And as [Troy 
00:54:46] was saying, at that point we look at the affects of the bases where we 
put that road in. So in the case of the Prince of Wales one, we called for the use 
of herbicides, is that correct? In order to deal with that. So it happens on a 
project by project basis through a public process. 
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Speaker 25: And on your first question, I did actually answer the first thing. I came in and I 
talked about the broader, you know, if you look at this in terms of, you know, 
there's really no difference... Well we're looking at that through the lens of 
timber, where there's mild differences. But most of that is really about where, 
and not necessarily about how much. 

Speaker 25: But there are other affects that were brought forward that these different 
alternatives address. And they really have to do with the barriers to economic 
development or other things that Roadless affected. And that can be access to 
mining. So right now with the existing Roadless, if there is an existing mining 
claim, you can get access to that, but this makes the process more direct and 
more clear and you may have a cheaper way to get there that than what is 
currently allowed under Road Rule. 

Speaker 25: And I'm speculating there, but I'm just saying that's some of the things that 
we've gotten back. It addresses connectivity between communities, which is 
another issue that was brought forward by the state. It addresses energy 
development. There are some exceptions in the existing 2001 rule for energy 
development. There's others that are not. It addressed those in places. So 
there's a broader set of things that are disclosed in the ELS referring to that. 

Speaker 25: And so, sir, I want to just check in. I will get to you, I want to make sure we're 
not... Can I go here first or there? Here first. Sir, can I do that and I'll com right 
to you. Sorry. 

Theresa Jermain: Okay. I guess that means me. My name is [Theresa Jermaine 00:00:56:45], and I 
was born here in Juneau in 1955, and I was raised in this village, The Juneau 
Indian Village, and I graduated high school of JDHS. I worked for [Klukwan and 
Haida 00:57:03] for 20 years. I worked for the state of Alaska for 15 years. All of 
that doing job creation. 

Theresa Jermain: And this Roadless thing is to create jobs and economic development? For who? 
It's going to be for those developers that want those resources. We might get a 
few of our people employed on their jobs, but the majority of them are going to 
be people from out of state. 

Theresa Jermain: Of the 144 thousand comments that you've received so far, what was the 
breakdown? How many were Alaska residents? How many were from our of 
state? How many were for the change? How many were in opposition of the 
change? 

Speaker 27: It doesn't matter. 

Theresa Jermain: Questions. Those are all questions. And in Alternative 6, what information was 
used to go with Alternative 6? I don't see that in here. How will Alternative 6 
affect the carbon offset projects that are underway right now? 
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Theresa Jermain: With Sealaska, they get paid to not cut their trees down, because of the carbon 
monoxide going into the atmosphere. They need more trees. To help offset 
what is going on there. Will exemption from the Roadless Rule affect those 
carbon offset projects? 

Theresa Jermain: There is also a section in there that says, "There is no regulatory prohibitions on 
timber harvest or road construction/reconstruction." What does that mean? 
When I first read it, I thought it meant, okay, they can cut down every tree. They 
can build as many roads as they want to, to get to whatever minerals they want 
to extract and process. Is that what that means? A better explanation there 
would be helpful. 

Theresa Jermain: And I am in favor of no action. Everything's been going good. Who is the ones 
that are asking for the development of those lands? We've lived here for 10,000 
years and more, without developing those resources, without cutting down 
those trees. And we're still here, we're surviving. If we cut those trees, and we 
take those minerals out, what are we going to have left? Barren land. 

Theresa Jermain: Mother Nature is doing that just fine. Right now with all of the forest fires that 
we have in Alaska, now are going on in California. All the trees being burned 
down. What we're doing for the carbon effect offset projects, all these forest 
fires are negating what we're trying to do by planting more trees, keeping our 
trees, keeping our environment safe. Doing whatever it is that we need to do to 
protect our land, to protect our waters, to protect our animals, and to protect 
the air we breathe. 

Theresa Jermain: If you're not taking public comments here? I came with a two page written 
comment and put it in your box. I didn't see any other comments in that box. I 
came here because I was told that we were going to be testifying. You were 
going to be taking testimonies. Obviously that wasn't true. So somebody needs 
to be doing better work as far as communicating the information we need to 
make effective decisions. Because whatever you guys decide, it's going to affect 
every one of us. And we can not do that. You have to come together. We have 
to work together. We have to come up with solutions that will not decimate our 
land, and will provide economic growth. 

Speaker 25: Thank you. 

Theresa Jermain: I had to do that for 35 years, so I know what it's like to create jobs in villages 
where there are no jobs. It can be done. So, I think it can be done without 
changing the Roadless Rule. 

Speaker 25: Thank you. I want to thank you for your feedback, and I want to be really clear 
that we are taking your comments still. 

Speaker 25: And in the effort of time, you know you asked several questions in there. But 
one I'll answer is that this doesn't affect the Sealaska Program at all. But 
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others... I'm available after this, one on one, and I can answer some of your 
other pieces that are there. 

Speaker 25: There's a couple other people that are just waiting to get online, you know. So I 
want to make sure we get to them. 

John Levitt: Hey, my name is [John Levitt Switchbuck 01:03:01] I'm a retired fish biologist 
from way back. A couple of simple questions. One is there other many examples 
of the state being granted an exemption from a federal regulation of this 
magnitude? 

Speaker 25: So, I don't know of any other outside of actually this... Alaska. Because the 
original proposed rule for the 2001 Roadless Rule exempted Alaska. And then 
that was changed in the final rule. And then the USDA changed that again, and 
made a new rule, that said they would be exempt in 2003, and that was the 
state of policy at that time. And then we've gone back and forth in court since 
that time. So I'm not aware of other rules that take that approach. 

Speaker 25: But what I do know is that in the 2001 Roadless Rule, different states have 
petitioned us, like Alaska did, for creating a more specific Roadless Rule for their 
state. But Alaska is the one that has been, since it's inception, the one that was 
called out [inaudible 00:10:13]. 

John Levitt: My second question is, are there any times that the level of timber harvest isn't 
going to change really and corrupt the alternative? You know, what I'm 
interested in is the level of timber harvest in old growth areas and an increase in 
[crosstalk 01:04:35]. 

Speaker 28: So the other thing that the Roadless Rule doesn't change, no matter which 
alternative is selected, and again I know some people aren't going to be too 
happy about this, but the Tongess is in the process of transitioning from an old 
growth to the young growth strategy, and that is not going to change. Even 
under the full exemption alternative. So that the Tongess is still on track to 
transition away from old growth to new growth over the next... Well, at the end 
of 12 years now. 12 to 15. 

Speaker 28: It does make additional acres. The full exemption alternative does make, 
actually a variety of alternatives, there are additional old growth acres that are 
made available to increase the number of places that you could go get that 4 to 
6 million board feet that is prescribed in the forest plan. 

John Levitt: [inaudible 01:05:27]. 

Speaker 28: Eventually, yes. 

Speaker 25: All right, so a few more questions. Yep. We're going to take a few more 
questions, and then we're going to be available out there, so. 
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Phillip Moser: Okay. Hi, my name is [Phillip Moser 00:01:05:41], I was born here in 1990. I feel 
like we could do a better acknowledgement of indigenous lands here. So I'd like 
to say, thank you Klukwan and Haida for having us here. 

Phillip Moser: In regards to technology in the lands, I have a couple of questions. The first 
would be, is there any reason why this [inaudible 01:06:06] today Klukwan and 
Haida for the women, violence against women. [inaudible 01:06:13] go off. 

Speaker 25: Repeat the question. 

Phillip Moser: The question is, did you did we schedule this with knowledge that there was 
[inaudible 01:06:24]? 

Speaker 25: No. 

Phillip Moser: Okay. And then the second question would be, I guess this past Saturday in the 
nation, our representatives from [Hik, Una, and Klukwan Haida 00:12:41] and 
[Heidenberg 01:06:41] exchanged, within the community [inaudible 01:06:45]. I 
think had a meeting with the forest service. And before that last week, Tlingit 
and Haida community organization, Hoonah Indian Association organized 
[inaudible 01:06:53] issued a joint statement within the Forest Service's plan. 
There's a quote... I'm sorry, hold on one sec, from one of the leaders of those 
communities, saying that, they felt steamrolled by being treated as cooperative 
agencies instead of sovereign governments on unseated land. I would just like 
to ask if we're bringing acknowledgements of native land, how much weight did 
the forest service give to our recognized tribes here in Southeast Alaska? 

Speaker 25: Yeah, a couple of comments, and yes, very serious. So we did conduct a 
consultation with our secretary this weekend, with a number of the tribes that 
had requested that. This is the first time in Alaska that we offer cooperating 
agency status to the tribes, and I sent a letter out inviting all of the tribes in 
Southeast Alaska to do that. 

Speaker 25: For some of the same reasons that you shared. And we did have six tribes 
including Tlingit Haida Council, that did sign on as cooperating agencies. I know 
that they have put a lot of effort and a lot of work into the specific alternatives. 

Speaker 25: They shared their concerns, they felt very strongly that it was... that they felt 
steamrolled, bait and switch, I've heard other terms. And so they have shared 
that with us. And considering and trying to work through that, the timing, 
because where they put their efforts, it came as somewhat of a surprise, I think 
to those folks as well. 

Speaker 25: And so, we have been working, and will continue to work throughout this 
process. We have trust responsibilities with the tribes, and you saw one of the 
slides that talked about [inaudible 01:09:17] consultation is open, it is ongoing. 
And we'll continue to, kind to solve, and in a meaningful way and continue that 
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dialogue. And I think we actually had a very difficult but very productive 
meeting and consultation this last weekend in some places. 

Phillip Moser: Okay. The other question, whose suggestion [inaudible 01:09:43]. It sounds like, 
from what I'm reading, that meeting was protested from [Wallace 01:09:54] and 
other native communities. [inaudible 01:09:55] community. 

Speaker 25: So yeah. So two of the tribes, one of them the [inaudible 01:10:02] and parts of 
the [Jackson and parts of the Wallace 01:10:13] from Jackson, had requested 
formal consultation with the department and the Secretary, and the under 
secretary. As in Secretary designates, took them upon that offer, and he actually 
offered to come out to Alaska at the commission [inaudible 01:10:24] 
Washington DC to consult. So it was at their request. 

Phillip Moser: Why wasn't it the secretary? 

Speaker 25: The secretary designated the other secretary. I can't give a rationale, that's 
normal though. It's a very common approach. So we're going to take one last 
question. You've been waiting. 

Briana: My name is [Briana Malcove 01:10:56], and I was here in June. A couple of texts 
that you have accepted, that are named under the current Roadless Rule, and I 
just wanted to clarity, It is my understanding that the Forest Service has 
approved every exception permit that has been put through, under current 
Roadless protection for both the Tongess and the Chubach National Forests. 

Speaker 25: That is correct. 

Briana: Okay. And so I just wanted to make sure of that. Do you think that, a few things 
like hydroelectric projects that have been proposed, exceptions are being made 
already, under current Roadless Rule for those projects. 

Speaker 25: Yeah, I think the thing to clarify there, the position of the sate, and through their 
petition, and other folks have provided that provided us input. Two factors 
there. One is the length of time to go through that added process, those 
exceptions get approved through a broader process that can create a barrier for 
economic development. And then the other piece that was brought to us, from 
a comment from the sate is that there are some activities that don't have 
exceptions, such as geothermal [inaudible 01:12:09]. So it's both. [crosstalk 
00:18:23]. 

Speaker 25: Okay, so I really appreciate the time today. We're available- 

Briana: A few more questions please. We're got two more questions right here ready to 
go. We've been waiting a long time. 
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Speaker 25: All right. All right. Fair enough. That's great. 

Larry West: And I think we're ready. My name is Larry West, I am the core director of 
[crosstalk 01:12:37]. 

Larry West: I've lived in Southeast Alaska since 1997. And every summer, I show hundreds, 
and now collectively over the years, thousands of visitors through this region, 
over time. And the issue that I specifically want to address, I'm just going to but 
in here and make the move, go away here comes back, is does this have a fair 
playing field? And human playing field? That has come up more that once 
tonight, and I'm going to specifically address that by saying three things and 
asking questions, so here we go with that. 

Larry West: Several years ago the committee appointed by the Forest Service to steer the 
process of reviving the Tongess Management Plan was highly fire, in it's varied 
composition. So [inaudible 00:19:23]. And no we face the results of those 
decisions. And by and large, they're not favorable for the region's biggest 
economic interest, which are tourism and fishing. Both of which have always 
been negatively impacted by timber activities throughout the region. Roads, as 
developed by and for the commercial interests of nonnative populations, have 
been non favorable to the region's indigenous populations. 

Larry West: Ever since people like [inaudible 01:13:54] usurped the breeze [inaudible 
01:13:57] over a hundred years ago. That kind of was an even playing field, and 
now the many many voices that I'm in touch with all the time in my work. In 
places like Haines, in places like Klukwan in places like Teslin, and other places 
around Southeast Alaska where I do my work. The native voices of these people 
are very clearly opposed to activities like building more roads, which will almost 
certainly benefit, primarily, yet not exclusively, large scale commercial entities 
and their industrial scale activities, which they are even more to reduce native 
people's ability to live in their traditional ways. 

Larry West: Yet the Forest Service itself is on record as paying for opinions favorable to 
building roads, and yet not paying Native groups their opinions. That just came 
up in this week's news. 90 percent of nearly 150 thousand comments favored 
no access, and yet for reasons you have stopped far short of making clear, the 
US Forest Service had decided that Alternative 6 is preferred, right? 

Larry West: Would you please show all of us, not how we should be using our time here, 
which I appreciate that, but why you reached that decision in the face of that 
kind of opposition, and that kind of impact from so many people, particularly 
those who have been here for a very long time? And seeking alternatives, we 
not live in a time when alternative facts are created ad naseum on a daily basis 
at the country's highest level of authority, and [finally 01:15:45] state policy is 
increasingly and not seemingly entirely dictated by corporate interests and 
influence, because that is where the money comes from, to get big policy. That's 
the way things work these days. 
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Larry West: All right. So, how are you going to assure us in this room, that you have anything 
close to an even playing field? That's what we need to know. 

Speaker 25: Thank you. I can assure you that we have represented the views that we've 
heard thus far from the secretary to inform his decision of the preferred 
alternative. We are asking you, did we get it right in what we presented in terms 
of various alternatives that reflect the views that we heard, and we'll continue 
to do that. My job is to accurately portray to the secretary what we're hearing 
that informs these decisions in this case, things like the preference of 
Alternative 6 as the preferred alternative proposed action. And we will continue 
through that process. 

Larry West: All right, I promise to keep this focused. Prior to my recent retirement, I was a 
[clikline 01:17:11] biologist for 24 years. For Southeast Alaska, I am familiar with 
the Tongess Forest Plan, although I've never worked for the Forest Service. I 
understand that the 46 million board feet figure that several of you have 
mentioned, right? Is a reflection of the allowed [inaudible 01:17:26] with 
protects the maximum that could be cut on any given year on average, across 
timber average. I wonder, and I understand that that won't change as a result of 
whatever happens with this Roadless Rule. My question is, what is the actual 
harvest been, annual harvest been over the last five, ten years? And do you 
realistically think that won't change if the industry is allowed to build new roads 
into places that they really want to harvest? What do you expect actual harvest 
to be, and not allow the silt point to be? 

Speaker 25: Yeah, I don't have the actual numbers. Let's see, but it's been roughly about 9 
million [inaudible 01:18:33] relative... Gosh, I'm not sure what the Forest would 
tell us exactly where we landed at the end of the year. But that's the goal, that's 
the target. It's hard to predict. There are lots of other factors out there besides 
our projects. There are tariffs now that are affecting values, there are softening 
markets. There are different demands. 46 is what the allowable quantity is. That 
is roughly where our target has been, and we've certainly fallen short of that in 
the last couple of years. 

Speaker 25: Okay. Thank you. I know how polarizing this is. [inaudible 01:19:28] oppose or 
support. And actually from all of the folks that we heard from the [inaudible 
00:25:36]. What I want you to hear is exactly what I said before, please talk. 
Please talk to your neighbors, talk to your organizations, talk to your 
representatives, talk to us. Provide us with those comments. We will accurately 
reflect that to how we will provide that information to the secretary. We're 
available for conversation after this, and I appreciate the time today. Thank you. 

Speaker 25: [crosstalk 01:20:16] 

PART 3 OF 3 ENDS [01:20:20] 
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Mike: [inaudible 00:00:01] 

Speaker 1: All right, thanks Mike. So with that, let me just open it up for questions. If there's 
questions, comments. I know [inaudible 00:00:13] mentioned we do take written 
comments as well, it can be hard to hear. If you want to leave those individually with us, 
but I'll open it up [inaudible 00:00:24] 

Speaker 2: Hi. I need a little better understanding of, you know, looking up at the maps up there, I 
know we've talked about the LUDS and exactly... LUDS is a land designation, but what 
exactly does it cover and not cover? What's decided on, to use the term LUD, because 
[inaudible 00:00:52] especially in the first one, like I see on that last map there, there's 
LUD development, LUD non-development, what's the difference? 

Speaker 1: There's one map, [inaudible 00:01:05] and then regulations overlay that [inaudible 
00:01:22] with the five land categories, you see that ice, right? And there will be 
additional direction on top of, of course, planned direction. 

Dave: [crosstalk 00:01:35] so you've got a development lot here, you can harvest timber in 
development lots, it still grows. We have other LUDS, like on the other end of the 
spectrum, that land-use designation seemingly [crosstalk 00:01:51] 

Speaker 3: And think of it like zoning. So you zone your town in different developments, you do 
commercial zoning, you can built a Wal-Mart here [inaudible 00:02:00] or you can do 
other things. That's sort of the simple analogy, I think, for how those LUDS affect just 
what you can do in these areas, and what you're allowed to do. Those are further 
defined by what's in the plans and in the guideline. 

Speaker 3: It is like the land use plan and zoning plan, where each one of these has these set zoning 
regulations, what we call standards and guidelines. For each one of these various, we're 
mandated by multiple-use. We need to try to apply that to these different variations on 
the landscape of zoning. 

Speaker 2: So what is a non-development LUD mean? 

Speaker 5: It means it's not meant for commercial super-production, like mining or commodity 
capital. If you want to go to a [inaudible 00:02:57] recreational animal-centric activities. 
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Speaker 4: Hi. Is the new FCA secretary the only person who can opt for alternative one instead of 
six? 

Speaker 1: I'm sorry? 

Speaker 4: In the packet on the slide, it said the USDA secretary is the decision-maker on 
alternative six. Is that the only entity that can opt for, say, alternative one? 

Dave: One or two or three. Yeah. So the secretary [inaudible 00:03:29] is the responsible 
official, so he is the- 

Speaker 4: Will that person review all of our comments? 

Dave: I don't know if the secretary will actually read every comment, but we will be pulling 
that together and yes, we as the team [crosstalk 00:03:48] 

Speaker 1: So, what I'll do is we've got a process called [inaudible 00:03:52] analysis, and we'll just 
do [inaudible 00:04:02] and we'll probably have to have [inaudible 00:04:02] comments 
by the time the [inaudible 00:04:02] but we'll distill all that. We'll write it down and give 
it to them. We'll simplify it like we did last time, [crosstalk 00:04:10] 

Speaker 4: So [inaudible 00:04:18] ground here, [inaudible 00:04:20] lot of roads, but [inaudible 
00:04:26] including alternative three, I assumed it would mean [inaudible 00:04:29] 
roadless [inaudible 00:04:32] Why would we change such an important... what does that 
mean? That's pretty important to have a system, and why would you do that, [inaudible 
00:04:41] rebuild the roads, and what would that mean for that other [inaudible 
00:04:45] 

Dave: I didn't look specifically at [inaudible 00:04:46] on this. I don't know the specifics of that 
area, but I put in three areas that didn't [inaudible 00:04:54] those areas were either 
[inaudible 00:04:57] or the area adjacent to [inaudible 00:04:59]. 

Speaker 1: There's areas right next to [inaudible 00:05:05] that, that have room [inaudible 
00:05:06] we saw that as an opportunity for [inaudible 00:05:06] 

Dave: Yeah, we'll have to look at that, I don't know that [inaudible 00:05:17] very logical 
exception, so the area's [inaudible 00:05:23] existing road system that would be 
expanded on [inaudible 00:05:41] we'll have to look at that [inaudible 00:05:41] 

Speaker 3: Maybe after [inaudible 00:05:41] this is [inaudible 00:05:41] 

Speaker 3: So yeah, it is a LUD two even though there's something there.... oh, that's why, because 
in an alternative three, you drop all the LUD twos [inaudible 00:05:59] because we 
didn't want the regulatory direction overlaying the statutory reference. [inaudible 
00:06:04] direction, kind of [inaudible 00:06:09] 
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Speaker 5: So it would be under- 

Speaker 3: Statutory direction, yeah. 

Speaker 5: Sorry, I'm trying to think of an ordinance. Okay. 

Speaker 6: At this point in the process, are we locked into one of these six alternatives as... 
basically, has everything been locked, are there still stuff we can change, or based upon 
all of your community meetings and your community comments, is a new alternative 
possible, or do you expect, like, an amendment to these alternatives? Or just kind of 
[inaudible 00:06:41] and you're going to filter them into one of the six [crosstalk 
00:06:43] 

Dave: So we spent a lot of time trying to explain all of those other action alternatives. Right 
now, as we went, as the secretary went out with this, he indicated a preferred, which 
was alternative six. We are taking comments on all of the alternatives, yeah, again, but I 
would say in our initial meetings as well, there is a lot of support for other than 
alternative six. So that information will all be provided, and there is space in there to 
comment on it. That does rest with the secretary, but that's why we're here, so we can 
hear from folks as well on alternative six as well as one through five. 

Speaker 1: [inaudible 00:07:28] 

Speaker 7: I think one of the things that might be helpful for us [inaudible 00:07:36] here, it would 
be nice if you could have the map, even of the [inaudible 00:07:44] alternative six, put 
up to look at our [inaudible 00:07:50] even the points in one color tell us, these are the 
things that kind of [inaudible 00:08:00] under the alternatives [inaudible 00:08:00] 
potentially, so we can go to this as leverage [inaudible 00:08:03] I think that would help 
us [inaudible 00:08:08] and how this fight affects our areas, how can you [inaudible 
00:08:10] those different color things that talk specifically about [inaudible 00:08:25] 

Dave: [inaudible 00:08:25] mentioned, we want to put back, there's a storyboard piece that 
you can go on and you can go right in and look and say, this is the area I'm most 
interested in [inaudible 00:08:32] favorite places in the world, and you can turn colors 
on and off and it'll show you exactly what [inaudible 00:08:32] 

Speaker 7: You know [inaudible 00:08:32] also is, yes, like a little map like this one that talks about 
the different impacts based on different [inaudible 00:08:32] to this [inaudible 00:08:32] 
four to five... yes, this one. By what mechanism did we decide there was still affect on 
fisheries in certain alternatives or things like that? What [inaudible 00:08:32] come up 
with that? 

Dave: So it's a qualitative assessment, [inaudible 00:08:32] the underlying piece here, and this 
is what is challenging for folks, yes, Cam tried to speak to the 2016 forest plan, it's still in 
place. If you're looking at the [inaudible 00:09:30] so what that would do is the forest 
plan, we have a nominal sale quantity of 46.1 million [inaudible 00:09:41] harvesting 
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less than that for the past ten years. Is that going to occur on a broader landscape? 
[inaudible 00:09:41] 5,000 more meters across the [inaudible 00:09:41] 

Dave: Right now, that would allow that harvest to occur in places that it currently is not 
allowed to harvest in. It doesn't change the amount of harvest, and it doesn't change all 
the standards and guidelines that are underneath that. So, like, the streams' fish, for 
instance. We've got things like [inaudible 00:09:41] timber format, required [inaudible 
00:09:41] 

Dave: Our practices for ensuring adequate fish passage [inaudible 00:09:41] other things we 
can do. All those protections, I'd say, we have in place, are still in that forest plan. 

Speaker 7: But it looks to me, and correct me if I'm wrong, we had the studies done in [inaudible 
00:10:49] and he identified that were really critical, for fish habitat. They seem to banish 
[inaudible 00:10:55] alternative six, am I wrong about that? Are those [inaudible 
00:11:02] 

Speaker 1: Even though alternative six is a whole [inaudible 00:11:05] watershed protections that 
were identified for [inaudible 00:11:10] watersheds [inaudible 00:11:12] even with the 
[inaudible 00:11:19] 

Speaker 1: That's all we have at this time. 

Speaker 7: Okay. 

Dave: So let [inaudible 00:11:26] one of the other pieces. Again, what changes here, and that's 
why it's difficult and we spent a long time with this slide, is where those activities will 
take place on a landscape. Some folks are concerned, some [inaudible 00:11:42] more 
valuable than other [inaudible 00:11:46] species [inaudible 00:11:47] timber, where 
would that happen. The amount [inaudible 00:11:52] standard [inaudible 00:11:53] 
protections [inaudible 00:11:55] 

Speaker 9: So looking at this slide right here, alternatives number three and six all say they have a 
minimal [inaudible 00:12:08] effect on bird species [inaudible 00:12:10] 

Dave: I looked at it generally and in the large area, and [inaudible 00:12:23] some of those 
areas that are open, so say for [inaudible 00:12:28] displacement depending on where 
that would occur. But generally across the landscape, at least as the visitor industry and 
tourism are concerned, they were relatively neutral to any [inaudible 00:12:46] adverse 
effect. It would be certainly very mobilized, so [inaudible 00:12:53] 

Speaker 8: Who does alternative six benefit? 

Dave: Who does alternative six benefit? I don't know if there's a benefit or an impact, but I will 
say where the state was coming from when they petitioned for the exemption, and we 
were under an exemption for I don't know how many years, up until... 2011, so for quite 
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a while we were under that, was there's a feeling, or maybe more that a perception that 
it wasn't all about timber either, that it would afford more opportunities, hydropower 
development. Different things. There are exemptions in the [inaudible 00:13:51] seen by 
a number of folks who have [inaudible 00:13:55] to do that, more expensive. There are 
other things. We heard from communities, broadband, folks were very interested in 
some of these rural communities in being able to go into roadless areas to provide that 
kind of infrastructure as well. 

Dave: The timber industry certainly looks at having more area to operate in, to look at more 
economical [inaudible 00:14:26] those are some of the interests that would benefit. 
Follow up? 

Speaker 8: Yeah, I was wondering how much does each mile of new road cost the taxpayer? 

Dave: How much does a mile of road... I'm going to turn that to [inaudible 00:14:41] it's not a 
cheap place to build roads, up here. 

Speaker 3: Oh, boy. Cost the taxpayer? That one's a little harder to get to. The way we operate 
now, in the old days we got a lot of... it was under litigation, there was a lot of negative 
press about pre-roading, and that was something we did under the long-term timber 
contracts. That's not the way we operate anymore. Road costs are incorporated into the 
timber contract, so the value of that timber contract is appraised based on cost of roads. 

Speaker 3: I don't remember exactly, but as Dave mentioned, it's not cheap. But again, that's part 
of what is in the timber contract. 

Dave: So the value of the timber and the person that buys the timber pays for the road, versus 
a subsidy for [inaudible 00:15:26] 

Speaker 10: I had a hand up. But she can go first. Sylvia. 

Dave: Go ahead, Sylvia. 

Sylvia: One of the questions [inaudible 00:15:42] about the roading in those areas, and 
currently there are a lot of roads in the roadless areas that are [inaudible 00:15:53] so 
that there [inaudible 00:15:56] on them. I'm going to assume, which I know makes an 
ass out of me, but I'm going to assume that a lot of that also has to do with the cost of 
maintenance on roads that were built previously. 

Sylvia: Does this allow for, is there any plan to open up some of those roads that already exist 
that are [inaudible 00:16:30]? My understanding was that they're [inaudible 00:16:33] 
also that they would only be used for timber harvest, and I think that the nature of 
some of these has changed a little bit, and there's always [inaudible 00:16:44] special 
about not having access to [inaudible 00:16:48] and how does any of this [inaudible 
00:16:50] 
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Dave: That's a good question, Sylvia. We do have areas where we have roads, old roads that 
are in [inaudible 00:16:58] roadless areas, [inaudible 00:16:58] hard for me to 
understand, [inaudible 00:17:00] 

Dave: Every project that you would... so if you were going to go in and re-open a road that was 
put into storage for another use or something, it would also go through a project that... 
would go through project-level analysis that would be subject to [inaudible 00:17:18] 
and there would need to be a proposed [inaudible 00:17:18] hiking rail, or some other 
type of activity on there. [inaudible 00:17:18] have to be consistent with [inaudible 
00:17:37] 

Dave: If the [inaudible 00:17:40] roadless opening that would be areas [inaudible 00:17:40] 

Sylvia: What's currently under the road [inaudible 00:17:52] those are out of- 

Dave: Currently, if they're in a designated roadless area, not only does it prohibit timber 
harvest and road construction [inaudible 00:18:03] 

PART 1 OF 3 ENDS [00:18:04] 

Speaker 11: Regardless of road construction. [inaudible 00:18:05] 

Speaker 14: Can I give an example, though? Nemo loop is in the roadless area and we reconstructed 
the wood waste there, so that's one on Wrangell Island. We have an open road through 
a roadless. What you don't have is timber harvest along that road, but we have free use 
cutting. 

Speaker 12: I might be almost hearing what I want to hear. 

Speaker 13: Oh, if I remember right, we have more over here. [inaudible 00:18:38] 

Meredith: Mine's not actually a question. It's in the form of additional information. My name is 
Meredith Trainer, and I'm with the Southeast Alaska conservation council: SEACC. Many 
of you will have heard of us before, and I just wanted to add some additional 
information to Dave's response on the question of who is this for? In the regional 
economy of Southeast Alaska logging, makes up less than 1% of either our jobs or 
earnings as a region, whereas tourism and fisheries make up well over 20%, as you 
know, while here in wrangle, given where your economy has gone in the last few 
decades. For the purposes of this change, you know the state of Alaska fought the 
roadless rule right from the beginning, and it's been a tug of war back and forth about 
whether it would continue to apply in Alaska. The state did not win when they 
challenged the roadless rule in court repeatedly, and so this is just a different effort. 

Meredith: It's like a backdoor because they couldn't win in court under law. But I think it's worth 
mentioning that the question of who is this for is a really good one. Arguably, this is 
more about political positions and ideas of who we are in the past than really about 
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where our economies are going now and in the future and where are the young people 
that are setting up their families and their lives in Southeast Alaska want our economies 
to go? I always joke that when you go to communities, there's a lot of people starting 
pretty incredible small businesses, including here in this room, but you don't hear a lot 
of young people say. I'm really dying to get into logging in to start a logging business. 
That's not a knock against logging. It's just about where the trajectory of our region has 
gone as we've grown. 

Meredith: The other part I wanted to just add information on that Dave spoke to is that there are 
exceptions allowed to the roadless rule under the existing national roadless rule. If I 
want to put in broadband, or if I want to put in a hydro facility, I'm able to apply for an 
exception. So this is really important. This is utility corridor, and actually 57 different 
projects have applied to the forest service for an exception over the course of the years 
since the roadless rule was first put forward in 2001, not a single one. And the first is the 
forest services own frequently asked questions on pulling from here, but not a single 
one has been denied. So never has someone said, Hey, I'd like to access this area for 
hydro. Or Hey, I'd like to access this area for my mining road. Hey, I'd like to access this 
area for broadband. 

Meredith: Never has a forest service. Said, sorry, bud, can't do it. This is a roadless area. The only 
thing that a roadless area designation actually stops right now in practice in what we've 
actually seen on the ground is the addition of new logging roads. And the last thing I just 
wanted to add to, and then I'll sit down again, is that Dave appropriately mentioned that 
there are areas that we consider roadless that have roads in them. That's true, that's not 
effective when the roadless rule was first put forward. There are also areas that are 
described as roadbed that never had those roads added and are actually roadless and so 
deserve to be protected for all the same reasons that we protect roadless areas now. 
Dave spoke to a lot of those concerns very accurately, and I just wanted to add that 
information. You know, as someone who's lived in here in Southeast and is looking at a 
lot of these landscapes pretty closely. Thanks. 

Speaker 11: You still have pending [inaudible 00:22:26] 

Meredith: Yeah, but we're winning so far. 

Meredith: Yeah. 

Meredith: As long as I can do my sustainably, I support [inaudible 00:04:49], but they shouldn't 
displace another Hubbard industry. I shouldn't be compromised. But that's these guys' 
job to tell them don't mess with the Fisher. I still support the district. 

Meredith: Yeah. I mean, I totally hear you, and I think one important part for the roadless rule is 
we currently have it, is that it's not everywhere in the Tongans. Right. You guys, your 
stat says it's 55% of the Tongans national forest. That's roadless. So you know the other 
45% is all open to industrial logging. So it's not in any way saying it shouldn't happen 
everywhere. Is that the stat you used? 
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Speaker 11: 85% of the time? 

Meredith: Oh, sorry not, I wasn't looking at the filter on your stat. Yeah. Basically, there are a lot of 
areas that remain open for industrial logging, so it's not, they're not adding closures. 
What they're doing is removing protections. If the roadless rule is rolled back. 

Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:23:48] go back to that side. 

Speaker 15: Yeah. [inaudible 00:23:58] And you mentioned that [inaudible 00:24:04] In a long term 
[inaudible 00:24:31] 

Speaker 11: That's a good question. So a lot of the proposed [inaudible 00:06:51] there's a decision 
to build a road [inaudible 00:25:25] for other uses as well as [inaudible 00:07:29] most 
of the roads [inaudible 00:07:37] subject, all of our sales staff that have a positive 
economic [inaudible 00:08:04]. 

Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:26:55] without making a huge commitment to another large scale 
[inaudible 00:26:58] looking at [inaudible 00:27:11] and some of those dates are in areas 
that, and the costs are prohibited. We have to fly in everything versus constructing road 
water where we do renewable [inaudible 00:27:34] not put a burden on the community 
for $250 million. [inaudible 00:27:44] investigation. Right. [inaudible 00:28:18] we may 
be able to get there to that project. Everything in the hydro world is pargetting and 
money, money, money and years ago .[inaudible 00:10:43] any product that really 
helped her eight years. And also, you know, although we did have approved all those 
projects that were proposed, including that we received, a lot of them don't ever make 
it to us. You know, the fact that some proletariat scares way faster. 

Speaker 12: Can I make a comment though about Steve's idea of roadless? I think you'd have to look 
at the underlying Lud, and I think what the force, the underlying Lud, so the roadless is 
really only for three Luds, timber development, scenic, a lot of like landscape. So as far 
as your hydro development, if you're in a remote, you know one of the Lud that doesn't 
allow that, and we had that down and catch a can, and they changed it with forest plan. 
But I think it's really, you can do away with roadless, but the forest plan Luds are still 
going to stop you and that's what you're talking about. Just putting it on roadless. I don't 
think that really is an issue. 

Speaker 11: Okay. I'm looking a little bit here. We got about 10 minutes or so for open questions, 
and then we'll be here for your one on one time. 

Speaker 12: Can I ask a really boring. I've actually looked at the EIS, and the first part of chapter two 
says we're, this project is going to amend or modify, modify our existing forest plan by 
changing the suitability. And it's like, okay, well, what does suitability mean? That's 
appendix a of the forest plan. Yeah, I guess. But why are we doing that is with this 
project, what are the implications of that? 

Speaker 11: So the areas of action can your product speak correct. And so what it did was, so we 
could go through the process of the roadless rule and rulemaking [inaudible 00:30:46] at 
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the end of the day it does take acres out of other than no action alternative out of 
roadless, but you still have to have volts. So this would do it. 

Speaker 11: Instead of going through a second process, we go through all this back out, another 
multiyear process, probably two-way process to change those laws from suitable or 
unsuitable. And so what this will do is combine those into this rulemaking process. Well, 
the secretary is going to actually, of course [inaudible 00:13:32] 1930 16 part 19 
provisions. 

Speaker 11: The force change. We believe in this. This falls in history because the acres that we have 
identified, 5,000 for alternative six are the 2016 suitable solely because of Rome. And 
because regulation and Trump's plan there, is still regulation now in the event, and 
there would be no reason to make those unsuitable cause there's no regulation behind 
that a suitable cause. Does that make sense? So let's do the line of reasoning. Those 
anchors right now are currently unsuitable to a client because we're also, this is overlay 
that if you take roadless of, what does this actually do. [inaudible 00:14:40]. 

Speaker 12: Why would you? What's the implication? Why would you do that? And so is that, is this 
document, if this EIS going to be what we pull up for forest plan amendment it to the 
EIS? 

Speaker 11: It's like any other; you have to adhere to it. 

Speaker 12: Yeah. I guess I don't see why we have it. I don't understand why you would do that. 

Speaker 11: Make the administrative change; we made this regulation, this board section that you 
did not make the corresponding notes. 

Speaker 12: Why don't you change it at the course plan amendment? 

Speaker 11: [inaudible 00:33:42] tell you process registration process [inaudible 00:33:43] we can 
come back to it. That's a good question. Yeah, because I said over here was kind of 
based on the plan, and so we're working now under the 2000 Walt wedding role. That's 
another rule. Just like we're making with the Romans, the role that they play some 
planning documents about a 20-year planning horizon. So we want to change the forest 
plan. That would for one more; it falls under that same process. So I average about five 
or six years. [inaudible 00:34:44] nurse service updated my planning rule, I went through 
a process just like the road cross the country before that. We've been operating under 
different planning rules for a lot of times as well. 2012, There's a rule in place right now 
for us to start revising under that, that earlier adopters that you guys had started a 
revised 2013 probably plans. We just got the vital objection, your honor. [inaudible 
00:35:50] 

PART 2 OF 3 ENDS [00:36:04] 

Speaker 16: It seemed like ultimately they really favored one specific industry, and that tends to be 
the underlying goal. With this exemption, at least, as far as in terms of topic of 
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conversation and recent light bulb with all the [inaudible 00:36:17] industry. And I'm 
wondering why that specific industry is being prioritized over all the other opportunities 
that Alaska has somewhat to [inaudible 00:36:37]. 

Speaker 17: That's a good question. I think that all of the input that the secretary receives, and we 
decided to go out with that as a preference at this point in time and preferred all 
[inaudible 00:36:56]. I can't speak to how he made that decision exactly. [crosstalk 
00:37:03]. 

Speaker 18: That's not allowed. 

Speaker 19: Everyone knows that. It's a bad decision. 

Speaker 22: [crosstalk 00:37:07]. Real quick here, in addition to [crosstalk 00:37:09]. 

Speaker 17: Yeah, it doesn't benefit [crosstalk 00:37:12]. But also, it's the finance industry [crosstalk 
00:37:16]. 

Speaker 19: Probably. 

Speaker 17: [inaudible 00:37:33] In addition there's smoke. [inaudible 00:37:38]. You know, for 
community connections. [inaudible 00:37:47] It's also the infrastructure needed for 
hydropower. Once again, that eliminates those needs for [inaudible 00:37:54] that is not 
allowed in military service. And again these will [Inaudible 00:38:03], mineral activity 
that's not allowed [inaudible 00:38:07]. 

Speaker 16: [inaudible 00:38:15] I was wondering why [inaudible 00:38:18] focus on one specific 
industry [inaudible 00:38:20]. 

Speaker 23: It seems like recreation is developing infrastructure development with [inaudible 
00:38:27] it seems like there's an underlying goal overt with this [inaudible 00:38:53], 
it's just interesting that that focus of the conversation is focused aroun [inaudible 
00:38:59]. [crosstalk 00:39:00]. 

Speaker 17: You develop a slice, and I focused in on [inaudible 00:39:03] because I [inaudible 
00:39:07]. 

Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:39:05] I want to make sure we get more questions. So let me... that's why 
we're here today, is to hear from you all, and your comments are right on point. And 
you're not the only one we've had here [inaudible 00:39:20], your neighbors, your 
elected representatives, everyone else [inaudible 00:39:27]. 

Speaker 17: Then after today we'll schedule a poll check and see where we are on time, and what 
[inaudible 00:39:45]. 
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Speaker 21: Okay. I'm going to step back to the question [inaudible 00:39:49] back here, about the 
[inaudible 00:39:52] ... In 2012, the regulations on how to regulate, how to develop our 
community, and two factions which [inaudible 00:40:07]. 

Speaker 20: The schematics are [inaudible 00:40:18] first slide. There are laws, there are [inaudible 
00:40:18] and there are regulations and there are policies. So in 2012 we updated the 
planning rule, the rule tells us, directs us on how we move forward with planning. And 
so, the rule [inaudible 00:40:32] in 1982 planning mode they were all in [inaudible 
00:40:33] surviving the reviews and rules, so [inaudible 00:40:39]. 

Speaker 21: So this [inaudible 00:40:33] in 2012. 

Speaker 20: Yes. 

Speaker 21: Planning, rules were the constants. In both [inaudible 00:40:33] 2016. 

Speaker 20: [crosstalk 00:40:51] And one of the things that's key to that and people bring up, we 
didn't talk about it tonight. We talked about the amount of harm this would have, 
[inaudible 00:41:04] that does include a number of transition strategy [inaudible 
00:41:08]. 

Speaker 21: It's like [inaudible 00:41:24]. So, everybody's group is running tonight. Everybody's 
thinking about this and all the edges are arguing with me about timber. But how many 
timber sales did you guys put out recently? That is still [inaudible 00:05:45]? Or not 
[inaubile 00:41:48], or indicates that the economics of timber right now don't 
necessarily mean that if something is open it's going to be [inaudible 00:42:00]. 

Speaker 20: I followed the question the other night on how much [inaudible 00:42:06]. So the last 10 
years we've harvested a 35 million year on average, I'm glad in recent years that's 
actually gone down, I think the last two years were [inaudible 00:42:11] this year we did 
have a reduction of [inaudible 00:42:22] of 25 million in sales. [inaudible 00:42:30]. 

Speaker 18: But North QU was listed and never bid on, and relisted, and then never bid on. So I 
mean, and that's one of the most recent sales that actually went up, right? In terms of 
getting posted. 

Speaker 21: No Wrangel Island. 

Speaker 18: And Wrangel, before that Wrangel Island. Yeah. 

Speaker 17: So there's lots of factors in all of your industries [inaudible 00:42:58] are a big deal right 
now. Young growth, most of this young growth market is an export market and so slap a 
20% tarrif on [inaudible 00:43:07] get lots of no bid sales near the end of the year in 
Washington, Oregon which is [inaudible 00:43:17] some of those other markets have 
been walking out [inaudible 00:43:17] 
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Speaker 20: Yeah that's a good question. 

Speaker 16: So a piece of the original part of 24,000 public comments in the [inaudible 00:43:27] 
wing of this. In those, the majority of those comments favor [inaudible 00:43:49] not 
verbatim. 

Speaker 22: Yeah, we actually don't tally it [inaudible 00:44:01]. 

Speaker 16: They were in favor of no action, yet this proposed alternative is [inaudible 00:44:14]. 

Speaker 22: Yeah, it's not about [inaudible 00:43:59] process- 

Speaker 16: I understand that, but why do we have public comments if the public comment is not 
really listened to? 

Speaker 22: We listen to the merits [inaudible 00:44:38], out of 144,000 comments, actually we only 
had 1,000 [inaudible 00:08:52]. So only all 144,000 were formally [inaudible 00:45:01], 
the website, click a button, and this letter comes [inaudible 00:09:06]. 

Speaker 18: But not verbatim. You counted them differently this time than you normally do. The 
forest service used to... You could have like two sentences that said an overall direction. 
And then if you sat down and wrote like 10 sentences afterwards, that used to count as 
a letter. This time they changed it. And not these gentlemen in the room, I want to be 
clear, I'm not looking at these guys and being like you, [inaudible 00:45:28], you 
changed it. [inaudubiel 00:09:29], I don't think changed it. 

Speaker 18: But maybe you did, but you know what happened is they changed the way they counted 
letters so that what was someone actually taking the time to write what they wanted 
and to write what they felt didn't get counted because there was one sentence at the 
top of the letter. Instead they counted it as a single petition even though they got tens 
of thousands of them. And I think that's important to acknowledge as we think about 
how to make this process better going forward and whether people are being heard 
because 90% saying they want no action is pretty substantial. No matter how you do the 
math, right? 

Speaker 20: Did you say the majority of rules are non local? 

Speaker 17: So, we can't really tell because most people [crosstalk 00:46:12] don't put their address 
or they [inaudible 00:10:24]. What's that? 

Speaker 20: I thought you said you had a lot more [inaudible 00:46:25]. 

Speaker 17: There were a lot but you know, we find more of the majority [inaudible 00:46:34]. That's 
like 90% of them sort of have [inaudible 00:46:40]. 
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Speaker 20: [inaudible 00:46:45]. I think we're going to probably to have to transition in getting 
ready for [crosstalk 00:46:49]. 

Speaker 17: There are some people that are uncomfortable with passing the [inaudible 00:46:52]. 

Speaker 22: Well, there [inaudible 00:47:00] no suggestion that there are restrictions on [inaudible 
00:47:05], that would involve low-risk [inaudible 00:47:10]. Because there are statutable 
regulations that are in effect, that are providing the [inaudible 00:47:17]. Like, 
reasonable access to [inaudible 00:47:08] business. It's [inaudible 00:47:08] theirs, 
mostly we've [00:47:08] this process, and 2005 [inaudible 00:47:08] had [inaudible 
00:47:35]. The bottom line is all this [inaudible 00:47:38], the candidate from the back 
[inaudible 00:47:49]. 

Speaker 17: I appreciate the comment. There is a perceived... that it costs more money, just putting 
the [inaudible 00:47:59] over us [inaudible 00:48:08]. 

Speaker 22: [inaudible 00:48:38] would be cheaper to have built [inaudible 00:48:17], asserted that 
[inaudible 00:48:23]... years for that. Localists were existing at the end of 2001, so 
[inaudible 00:48:34]. I mean, they didn't propose the roads. Why didn't the [inaudible 
00:48:39] tell me, I was on the IFP. So, the best level of all things, oh and you don't know 
[inaudible 00:48:47]. [crosstalk 00:48:58]. 

Speaker 17: Well, let's go one more, and then we'll go into [inaudible 00:49:01]. 

Speaker 16: Okay, but I don't know who [inaudible00:49:04]. So each of these maps talks about the 
acres that's being removed at [inaudible 00:13:09]. However, some of those underlying 
planned, pre-existing plan underlying [inaudible 00:49:18] is what is so to tell what 
actually can happen in there. Is there a map that will show, even though that's being 
removed from the road less, you still can't harvest there, so or you can do this. I mean, 
is there a map that clarifies that? [inaudible 00:49:39]. Okay. 

Speaker 17: You may look at me. We don't have a printed copy. It's harder to [crosstalk 00:49:44], to 
be able to scale, but if you use the story map, you can [inaudible 00:49:49] at where 
you're looking. 

Speaker 16: Okay. 

Speaker 17: That's the size [inaudible 00:49:49]. 

Speaker 23: So, do you still have phase one and phase two? We used to have things under one of 
our forest plans, you had to log so much to get into phase two plans. And so did we get 
rid of phase one and phase two with the last board plan? 

Speaker 22: There still in, yeah, they still apply. 

Speaker 23: They still are. So is that in the underlying maps? 
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Speaker 22: They're in the underlying forest plan. 

Speaker 23: Oh but, would Carol see these are phase two lands? 

Speaker 22: I think you'd have to go to [inaudible 00:50:24] now. 

Speaker 23: [inaudible 00:50:26], what does that mean? [crosstalk 00:50:30]. 

Speaker 17: So yeah. We'll set up [inaudible 00:50:39] [crosstalk 00:50:37]. 

Speaker 20: Folks, why don't we just break from here, folks. One on one we'll have time to say 
[inaudible 00:14:43], we can do that, [inaudible 00:50:44] the set up, over [inaudible 
00:00:50:47]. Is there anyone that wants to testify at the assignment? You can get that 
[inaudible 00:50:51] on the... actually, just a show of hands on how many people want 
to provide fiscal testimony? 

Speaker 20: [crosstalk 00:51:03]. And we can't start that until seven, we have a big [crosstalk 
00:51:08]. 

PART 3 OF 3 ENDS [00:51:42] 
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Speaker 1: So we don't actually go through and sort out whether the 144,000 comments 
are from a specific geographic area, we just comments into the process. So I 
don't know that I actually have a number that we could articulate. 

Christine: I don't think we have a specific number but I would say that probably the 
majority of them were from within the state of Alaska. 

Speaker 3: Okay. And for those of us who live there or work there are our concerns getting 
considered seriously? Because you know there's been a lot of these meetings 
[inaudible 00:00:32] and things like that over and over for many years and it's 
really tiresome. And meanwhile there's a lot of families leaving southeast, some 
of the schools are probably going to have to close. There aren't many jobs. I 
mean, you can't even live there anymore really with the available jobs. I guess 
I'm trying to understand [inaudible 00:01:00] system and maybe stop so that we 
don't have to keep coming to these meetings. Because I mean this has kind of 
been overturned already a couple times, I mentioned 2003, and it's really hard. 
And so that's why I'm asking that question. Are we going to be, those of us who 
actually live there, work there, have property there, are we going to be taken 
seriously? 

Christine: Yes. I think this is the most important time for you to make your voices heard, 
those of you who are going to be most impacted by this. The secretary has been 
very clear with us about wanting to know what folks think in terms of the 
alternatives that we've put out and whether or not it addresses the needs and 
concerns of the people here in Alaska. IN the beginning when he received the 
petition from the governor he was very clear about wanting a long term solution 
to settle this issue once and for all. And so I think now is really the time for folks 
to make their voices heard during this coming period. 

Speaker 3: Thank you. 

Christine: It's very important. 

Speaker 3: Thank you. 

Speaker 1: Thank you for your question. Yes sir? 
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Speaker 4: First off, Just want to thank the three of you for coming in here and listening to 
our comments. And, Christine, thank you for coming all the way to DC. We do 
appreciate that you guys pay attention to our responses. I'm from Juneau, spent 
most of my life there. Was just living there in the summer doing commercial 
fishing, and then [inaudible 00:02:24] so the idea of putting the economy at risk 
is very personal to me. Looking over at table 211, the expansion of that 
spreadsheet you were showing earlier, and everything that list minimal 
beneficial effect and one moderate beneficial effect, minimal, minimal, 
[inaudible 00:02:45] really don't look like it will go up that much even with 
[inaudible 00:02:50]. So why are we doing this? Why is it even being proposed 
other than a petition from the state of Alaska? I mean as professionals, would 
you guys have advised the secretary to make changes to the roadless rule if it 
weren't for the petition from the state of Alaska? 

Christine: The petition from Alaska was the triggering event for us to take a look at this 
and we were directed to do that by the secretary. So, when Al got, we did not 
have a plan to specifically look at the roadless rule as it relates to Alaska. 

Christine: A couple of things I wanted to make about the point you made about, why are 
we showing minimum effects. One thing about the roadless rule is that, to 
understand is that it's programmatic in nature. It doesn't authorize any on the 
ground activities. All proposed projects and activities that are proposed at a 
later date will have to go through subsequent [inaudible 00:03:50] and be 
consistent with the forest plan that's in place which offers significant level of 
protections to a lot of the landscape that is also under roadless. Not all of it but 
a portion of it. And so without knowing, we can't speculate about, no matter 
what alternative is chosen we can't speculate into the future and say "well I 
know there's going to be a recreation project over here or a timber harvest over 
here or some other type of recreate trails project over here" to be able to, we 
can't analyze the impacts like we do on a site specific project that we know 
what's being proposed on the ground. SO at this programmatic level there 
aren't, the roadless rule itself is not going to cause significant changes, it's what 
activities that are proposed subsequent to that that you will see the specific 
changes from those specific projects that are implemented on the ground. 

Speaker 1: If I can add a little bit more to it? So the current 2016 [inaudible 00:04:45] 
enforcement on the Tongass sets the timber harvest at 46 million annually. So 
that's the average if you look at it across a 10 year period of time. That number 
doesn't change. 

Christine: Can you speak up? 

Speaker 1: Excuse me. 

Christine: Can you speak up a little? 
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Speaker 1: Yes. I thought I was speaking too loud. I was apologizing. The amended 2016 
forest plan still is in place. And so if actions were to occur under that plan all the 
standards and guides in the plan objective components still exist. So if you took 
another project that later on occurred that's when the analysis would occur 
relative to that. So the plan itself is just a land allocation type project. 46 million 
more feet on average per year on the Tongass, that number stays the same. This 
just is a flexibility on where [inaudible 00:05:32]. Is that helpful? 

Speaker 4: Yeah. It's just that, again, there are other barriers to any sort of development. 
It's removing one of the barriers. 

Speaker 1: Still subsequent environmental [inaudible 00:05:45]. Sir? 

Speaker 5: Yeah. My name is [inaudible 00:05:51]. Why don't you have enough faith in your 
proposal to the Alaska public at this meeting to come and not just [inaudible 
00:06:00] to allow a public meeting where the advertising [inaudible 00:06:06] 
and allow for a reasonable opportunity to occur, and that by the way is state 
law, a reasonable opportunity [inaudible 00:06:16] you have basically stated 
that they can only comment, no they could only question and not comment. 
And I'd like to remind you why is there not a transcriber for this meeting? The 
record of this meeting? A clear record. Let these people know, why is that you 
have a presentation that a two hour period you've devoted 48 minutes to a 
presentation. A presentation where a copy of is not legible on many pages. 
Good luck to the public. And this notice, as was told to me, was advertised on 
[inaudible 00:06:57], the register. Why are you fast tracking this scenario until 
the public can digest the information, know what it's all about, and attend these 
meetings that you're going at, and why are you doing a sell job? This is a place 
the public to be heard. Thank you. 

Speaker 5: Oh, one last point. It took me several hours to figure out where this was. And 
why do you have it at a location where it's not accessible for both Valley and 
Anchorage? This is in a small room, yes, you have enough seating. But you made 
it so that there's no seating, but if it was in a more appropriate location where 
most meetings in the feds do is in downtown Anchorage in a larger room so 
they can be heard. Thank you. 

Speaker 1: Thank you, sir. And we would continue to welcome people's comments. If you 
have something you want to comment on, feel free to write them down. We 
have paper in the back and everything and you can certainly do that if you like. 
Yes ma'am? 

Speaker 6: Yeah. I'd like to answer his questions. 

Speaker 1: Which? 

Speaker 6: The gentleman just asked some questions about why the meeting wasn't being 
recorded. Why people can't give testimony, and you said "thank you". 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/shared/LVT7gbIEE_2uK7yc0Br3h1gt2IWStVjZSR7tROqCLI12pZafe81-LeV5R4Gf1rdYjkeTiRyv8YRKnwqGXhaOgAVGY48?loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Nov 25, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Roadless Rule meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov20... (Completed  11/23/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 4 of 24 

 

Speaker 1: So different components- 

Speaker 6: Can you respond to his questions please? Thank you. 

Speaker 1: So there are section 810 of [inaudible 00:08:14] subsistence hearings in most of 
the locations. They aren't being held in Juneau, or Anchorage, or Washington 
DC. In Juneau and Anchorage because they're not designated as rural 
communities, so that's the reason there. But any of the other communities in 
southeast are having formal testimony from [inaudible 00:08:32] subsistence 
hearing. At this one it's not because it's not designated as a rural community. 
I'm going to come up here now to you sir. Yes sir? 

John Shane: My name is John Shane. I'm a wildlife scientist. I lived in Juneau from in the mid 
seventies through the eighties. I conducted research on the Tongass when I 
worked for the Alaska department of fish and game. I've been involved in 
Tongass research and wildlife science for the last 40 years. I have a couple of 
comments and I want to provide a comment because I think it's really 
important, about habitat and biodiversity. That's one of those important needs. 

John Shane: And I read the entire DEIS. I was astounded that the preferred alternative was 
total exemption. And I looked at the impacts and they're all relatively minor and 
they don't vary between alternative. And I think the insight that I have having 
flown hundreds of hours radio tracking deer and bear and mountain goats in 
southeast and tromped over much of that area, the Tongass forest has only 
about 50% of the area's forest land. And only about a third of it is what's 
potentially commercial quality forest land. But in reality only about 5% is of 
enough commercial value that the industry wants to cut it. AN di think one of 
the unappreciated, unknown factors is that for 70 years the timber industry has 
high graded they've selected the very oldest, biggest trees. We all know that, 
that DEIS recognizes that. But what I see happening with the elimination of the 
roadless rule is it will give the industry another opportunity to go back and high 
grade, take the best. 

John Shane: The analogy would be for commercial fishing to take, to allow a small harvest of 
the total salmon population but left that harvest go almost entirely to King 
Salmon, they're rare and they're very valuable. The big trees have always been 
rare on the Tongass, they're very valuable not only for timber but for wildlife 
and fisheries. And I see the roadless rule exemption giving the industry, and this 
is alluded to in the DEIS, the opportunity. It's not how many acres, it's what kind 
of acres that are logged, that are cleared out. And taking those very rare, very 
high value forest sites will have a significant impact on fish and wildlife and the 
people that use and value the forest. So that's an issue that was no adequately 
addressed in the DEIS and it's a very serious issue. 

Speaker 1: Probably should acknowledge your extensive service to the bio populations of 
Alaska, very extensive sir. Yes ma'am. 
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Speaker 8: Excuse me. 

Speaker 1: The gentleman behind you way. Can we go and then we'll come back up to you 
if that's okay. 

Speaker 8: [crosstalk 00:12:01] So we spent time together as the gentlemen from Juneau 
comments, biologist comments, your comments about the programmatic 
nature of this. I guess I'm also surprised that it went straight to full exemption. 
Because if the goal is economic development, at least for local communities and 
partially for your comments too, how come it didn't land on alternative three, 
which would be more limited scope type development and would probably 
benefit local contractors and whatnot more than this full exemption which to 
me, the objects of it are that it reeks of being industry coming in and taking 
advantage of this. Admittedly, this action is not a proposed project but it's 
opening the way for a proposed project. 

Christine: So I would just ... So this is the secretary's decision. It's his discretion to choose 
both at this point that what the proposed alternative he chose, this is preferred, 
as well as the final decision. And he tasked us to make sure that we got as much 
input and created the types of alternatives that'd be responsive to all of the 
input that we got, which is what we tried to do our best job here. He has asked 
us to come back again after this comment period and clearly lay out to him what 
we have heard from the public so that he can decide which will be the final rule. 
So, I mean, that's what I can tell you right now. It wasn't my choice, or Earl's or 
the chief's choice. It's the secretary's discretion and we are trying to provide him 
with as much information as possible so that he can make an informed decision. 
So that's why I said it's so important right now for folks to comment during this 
comment period to make sure that we can clearly articulate to the secretary 
what the concerns are of the folks in Alaska who are going to be the most 
impacted by this. 

Speaker 1: I'm coming up to her and then I'll come to you and then I'll come across. 

Speaker 9: So I know in previous years, this is a question about the forest services policy. I 
know the forest service's policy was moving away from old growth logging, 
along with the rest of the country, for lots of reasons including climate change 
and its wilderness value. And then so also because in the southeast as of a few 
years ago logging was only 1% of the economic value. Most of their economy 
comes from government, tourism, and fishing which are benefited by having old 
growth forest. So I was wondering, what is the forest service's policy now on old 
growth logging? 

Speaker 1: I can offer from the August 2016 amended forest plan following the Tongass 
advisory committee recommendations and following the public process that it 
went through, it had a transition from old growth to young growth. Slowed 
down about 16 years is roughly the easiest way to articulate it. Where it had 
predominately old growth initially and then that minimum came down and then 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/shared/LVT7gbIEE_2uK7yc0Br3h1gt2IWStVjZSR7tROqCLI12pZafe81-LeV5R4Gf1rdYjkeTiRyv8YRKnwqGXhaOgAVGY48?loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Nov 25, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Roadless Rule meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov20... (Completed  11/23/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 6 of 24 

 

young growth took over. Trying to represent that, it's a little bit of a question on 
how well it matches up to the age and condition of the young growth at this 
point in time if roughly that period of time recognizing that it would continue 
about 5 million more feet of the 46 million I mentioned earlier as old growth, 
that would go into a longer term future and that's really trying to respond to 
some of the music wood and some of the special wood interests. So it does 
transition over time for old growth, young growth. But the period of time is a 
little bit tenuous right now. There's continuing to try to assess what that 
timeline [crosstalk 00:15:41]- 

Christine: And that transition will be in place no matter which alternative the secretary 
selects. 

Speaker 1: Yeah, that forest plan stays in place. There's one back here. 

Nikki: Yeah, Nikki. Are there any public meetings planned in communities of [inaudible 
00:15:57] or any other communities that may be effected on the [inaudible 
00:16:07]? 

Speaker 1: In south central this is the only- 

Christine: Yeah, this is the only one. 

Speaker 1: The closest one would have been Yakutat. 

Christine: Right. Which we did yesterday. 

Nikki: Okay. And can you explain the DEIS, the language is administrative corrections 
for the Chugach National Forest, what that means? 

Christine: Yes. There are two minor provisions in the proposed rule that relate to the 
Chugach. One is for minor modifications, administrative corrections like 
mapping errors and things like that for boundaries. Whatever the [inaudible 
00:16:41] maps that the IRAs, well the technology is much better now than it 
was when we did the [inaudible 00:16:45] mapping. So there are some lines on 
the map that probably don't make sense from an actual on ground 
administration standpoint. So there's a provision to allow the regional forestry 
to make minor administrative mapping corrections, errors, things like that. 

Christine: The other provision, which we admittedly, after having [inaudible 00:17:02] 
comments from folks see that people are interpreting it different than we had 
intended, allows for the regional forester to make minor modifications of 
roadless areas. After having about close to 20 years experience with the 2001 
rule across the country we recognized that it was an issue not to have that 
provision. We go have that very similar provision in the Idaho roadless rule and 
the Colorado roadless rule. 
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Christine: And I'll give you an example of what the intent is behind that. So for instance, 
we had an issue in Idaho where we had a reservoir that needed to have some 
maintenance and repairs done on it in order to maintain it. The road, they 
hadn't done anything in a long time, the road that accessed the reservoir to do 
that went through an [inaudible 00:17:51] roadless area, the old road did. And 
so they didn't have access to go do the repairs. So there was a minor 
modification to the boundary made to cherry stem that road out so that they 
could use that road to access the reservoir to do the maintenance and repairs. 
So that was the intent behind that minor modification provision. It is not, it was 
never intended to allow the regional forester to just wholesale say, oh that 
area's not going to be roadless anymore. We need to clear up the language on 
that because it's ultimately not clear that that was our intention. 

Nikki: Who would oversee these minor changes, or is there any guideline for acreage 
or areas effected that it would not need to go through another process? 

Christine: It will all be subject to public comment. So it's not just going to happen without 
folks knowing. There will be a public comment period associated with those 
proposed modifications. 

Speaker 1: Next was over here and then I'll go to this side. 

Beth Rosenberg: Hi, my name's Beth Rosenberg. We've actually met. I work for the Alaska 
department of fish and game. And I worked for six years on the Tongass. I lived 
in Wrangell and worked at Anan Creek, which is a [inaudible 00:19:00] with this 
DEIS and this early [inaudible 00:19:05]. I did have two specific questions. And 
we've had to deal as [inaudible 00:19:11] and scientists, like John Shane was 
saying, a series of drafted environmental impact statements recently and so 
some of us are familiar with this language, perhaps all too familiar with this 
language. And I was wondering if you could explicitly speak to this idea of my 
understanding is there is direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that need to 
be explicitly addressed. And when we talk about minimal, these minimal 
designations, and that as you pointed out everything else resource extraction, 
especially in the non forested areas, those would be subject to separate draft 
environmental impact statements and various things, would it be disingenuous 
to say that that is not an expected outcome of alternative six? Alternative six 
equals many other projects, almost guaranteed, in the Tongass. And I think we 
need to explicitly hear what your thoughts are about that. That could lead more 
to impacts of other things, not just kicking it off to there'll be other meetings 
like this, right? 

Beth Rosenberg: My second explicit question would be, in 2010 there was a major push by the 
forest service at the federal level to infuse money into recreation which is how 
actually you and I ended up interacting with each other. And there was a lot of 
enthusiasm for the economic driver after the closing of many mills, especially in 
and around Wrangell where many of my friends worked, in to recreation 
[inaudible 00:20:41] a huge economic driver in the Tongass and in southeast 
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Alaska for the reasons that were mentioned. Why are we looking at a summer 
2020 push for an alternative six for when that push for recreation funding 
disappeared without discussion? 

Beth Rosenberg: So those are my two explicit questions. Thanks. 

Speaker 1: You want to try? 

Christine: Yeah. So I'll take the first one. [inaudible 00:21:10] And so, there's a couple 
things. One, the narrow focus is on the roadless rule and what it does. And the 
roadless rule does basically three primary things. It prohibits timber harvest and 
it prohibits road construction and reconstruction with some limited exceptions. 
So that's the focus of the scope of work that we're undertaking, not future non 
forested, none of those projects or those kind of things. They don't fall within 
the purview of the roadless rule. And we have certain responsibilities under the 
1872 mine law that we have to provide access for valid plans regardless of the 
land designation. 

Christine: Related to the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects, so a couple things. We 
tiered our analysis to the analysis that was done for the 2016 forest plan 
because the 2016 forest plan analyzed an alternative that imagined, it was an 
alternative where basically the Tongass was exempt from the roadless rule. So 
we tiered this analysis to that. So you won't see the level of detail in this DEIS 
because it was tiered to a previous analysis that analyzed a full exemption 
alternative. And then the other thing related to that is about this whole idea of a 
reasonably foreseeable effects. [crosstalk 00:22:39] Right. Right. And so at this 
point without having an actual proposed project or a site or knowing where 
something's going to be, we can't analyze something that's not reasonable ... I 
guess we know in general activities are going to be proposed but we don't know 
where or to what extent and what types. 

Beth Rosenberg: But they're littered in your presentation, resource extraction, I mean you give 
four separate examples of things the roads would be used for. 

Christine: Right. Right. 

Beth Rosenberg: And [crosstalk 00:23:03] ease of access in the future. 

Christine: But we don't know where, when, how, to what scale, any of those things are 
going to be. So they're not reasonably foreseeable that we're able to analyze 
the specific effects of those things because we don't know what they are or 
when they're going to happen. 

Speaker 1: And then I'm going to try to cover the second question. Recreation, tourism, 
fishing, commercial fishing are by far the larger drivers in southeast, significant. 
As to the 1% that I think was articulated for the timber industry, I think that's 
the same numbers that I've seen from southeast conference and some of the 
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other components. It's typically fairly localized in that 1% being the much 
broader context to the value and the contribution that recreation, tourism, 
fishing provides. I didn't know where they could go from there so I certainly 
yield if there's a follow up. 

Beth Rosenberg: Well, we can talk further, but I think it's safe to say that the drive towards, push 
towards encouraging recreational opportunities and all of the ecotourism and 
all of the things that would be the flip side of what this driver is pushing for, I 
think it's fair to say that those things were shelved, the funding was cut, and 
they disappeared whereas this is being pushed through this summer. 

Speaker 1: Timing. 

Christine: I did want to address the timing and also the recreation fund, the pushed 
recreation funding. So that is something that is the responsibility of congress. 
We and many of our partners have gone to congress and pushed hard on our 
behalf to increase the recreation funding for the agency so that we can meet 
the demands of the public and maintain the recreation facilities and 
infrastructure that we have. Our recreation budget has continues to decline 
over the years and so congress has not responded. So that's not the agency's 
choice to, congress is the one who says here's how much money you have for 
recreation. So I just wanted to address that upfront. And then the timeline. It's a 
typical timeline for rule making is 18 months to two years and that's kind of the 
window that we're falling in. And we're following the timeline that we've been 
given by the secretary. I would encourage you if you have concerns or 
comments or concerns about that that I would include those in your comments. 

Speaker 1: Just for organization I'm going to come up here, come back to you at the end 
end, over to you, you. Try to keep in over here. 

Austin Williams: I'm Austin Williams with Trout Unlimited and it's good that I probably followed 
that last question because I'll tier off of it a bit. One of the points, Robin, that 
you raised in your presentation were the key issues that were identified in the 
scoping comments. And I guess I want to take issue a little bit with how some of 
that was characterized and urge the forest service maybe to, if necessary, go 
back and take a look at some of those scoping comments again. The three key 
issues were to conserve roadless area characteristics, to support community 
socioeconomic wellbeing, and then conserve terrestrial habitat, black habitat 
and biological diversity. I know our comments focused on each of those three 
points, in particular the socioeconomic benefits of the forest. We have 26% of 
the employment using southeast conference's numbers. Coming from tourism 
and fishing it's less, it's .7% of the region's economy or jobs are based in the 
timber, logging, milling. Those are very localized jobs but when you look at the 
socioeconomic benefits from the Tongass to the community, to people, to the 
region as a whole, you're largely looking at fishing jobs, you're looking at 
tourism jobs, you're looking at outfitter and guides, you're looking at those 
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types of activities that largely rely on a healthy forest, beautiful scenery, 
abundant fish and wildlife. 

Austin Williams: So as the forest service is considering the alternatives, when I look at alternative 
six and a full exemption I don't see it satisfying any of the three key issues that 
were identified in the scoping comments. And I really urge, I have been to many 
of these meetings as you all know, I read an embarrassing number of the 
scoping comments that were submitted to the forest service. The scoping 
comments, there were certainly some looking at the traditional western 
extraction values but there were a hell of a lot in there looking at salmon, 
tourism, recreation, scenery, subsistence, cultural values, recreation, those 
types of activities that really appear to have taken a back seat unfortunately. 

Austin Williams: The one other ... I promise I will ask a question. Going back to the Chugach issue 
a little bit. I guess I read the language for the Chugach Forest, I understand the 
desire for administrative corrections although I will point out the 2001 roadless 
rule allows for updates to the inventories. And so the forest service has the 
ability to make, in my as an attorney, my conclusion would be that the forest 
service under the 2001 rule can make administrative changes to allow for 
clerical errors and out corrections, or updates to the inventory, whatever the 
forest service decides that may be. The second subpart is extremely alarming 
and of the proposed rule it simply allows the regional forester to modify the 
classifications and boundaries of inventory roadless areas and there's no 
limitation there. It doesn't say minor changes. We will submit written comments 
but when you look at it, just the plain language of the proposed rule, it does not 
comport with what the forest service says its intent is here. 

Christine: I totally own that, Austin. We missed the mark on that language completely. 
And so that is something that we have every intent of clarifying between the 
draft and the final. Totally agree with you. We missed it on that one, I'll own it. 

Austin Williams: Well my question is, will you go look at that? 

Christine: Yes I will. I will look at that. 

Speaker 1: I was going to acknowledge how many [inaudible 00:29:49]. 

Christine: And if you think we missed the mark on other analysis that supports or doesn't 
any of the alternatives, please also include that. 

Christine Fly: Yeah. I'm Christine Fly. If I understand correctly, and correct me if I'm wrong, 
the cap for example being able to harvest timber is still under, even alternative 
five and six, is 46 million forest feet. And I think the industry has said it needs 75 
million forest feet to even survive. So there's a shortage right there it sounds 
like. The way I understand this is it will still put the remaining timber industry 
that's now down to less than 1% out of business potentially. Is that correct? 
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Speaker 1: So I can't speak to the long term implications to the industry but I would say 
that 46 million is the annualized expectation of timber from the Tongass 
National Forest. That does not recognize our colleagues in the other land 
management agencies and the contribution that they provide which adds to- 

Christine Fly: But we're less than 5% of the land ownership in southeast Alaska and it's 
[inaudible 00:31:24]. Okay. Is the Tongass still for multiple uses? 

Speaker 1: Yes. 

Christine Fly: All users, all socioeconomic classes of people still will have access to the 
Tongass, right? 

Speaker 1: Yes. 

Christine Fly: Under all of these alternatives, under any one of them will that still be the case? 

Christine: Yes. 

Christine Fly: Okay, thank you. Awesome. Thanks. 

Speaker 1: Hold on just one second. I think it was you, then I think it was you, and then I've 
got to go up front and I'll come back to you. 

Speaker 14: I'm going to express a little bit of confusion. I'm [inaudible 00:32:03] from 
southeast Alaska and my understanding of the previous scoping period is a lot of 
southeast Alaskans have come out in support of keeping the roadless rule on 
the Tongass. We use it a lot for cultural purposes, we use it a lot for recreational 
purposes, we value old growth or our tourism and visitor industries and also our 
fishing industry because of the effects old growth have on salmon habitat. 
There's also a lot of development already on the Tongass and allowed on the 
Tongass. I'm from Sitka, we have a salmon friendly, hydroelectric dam already 
there that's powering the whole city. So I guess what my question is, or my 
confusion is, how is this proposed alternative six listening to the southeast 
Alaskans who have come to the previous meetings already and expressed 
support of keeping the roadless rule on Tongass? 

Christine: What I would tell you is, I think I'll just repeat what I said before, this is the 
secretary's discretion and it is incredibly important right now for you to make 
your voices heard. This is the opportunity during the public comment period for 
the secretary to hear from folks before he makes a final decision. And if you 
have concerns about whether alternative six is responsive to the concerns that 
you have as a southeast Alaskan then that's what we want to see in your 
comments. 
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Speaker 1: Okay. Gentleman in the back and then I'll come up front and to you, then to 
you, then to you, then to you. 

Speaker 15: Yeah, thanks so much for being here. I'm Andy [inaudible 00:34:01] of the 
Alaska Wilderness League. I appreciate the time tonight. We have deep 
concerns about what's going on in the Tongass but I'll leave that to a comment 
letter. This is the [inaudible 00:34:08] to you guys so I want to dig into that one 
a little more. Appreciate the clarity and intentions and I don't have to tell 
anyone in this room that intentions are not regulations. Regulations are 
regulations. So I'm looking forward to seeing how that changes that. I will say 
even the minor explanation for what's trying to be attempted in the Chugach 
brings deep concern to me as a user of the Chugach and from a conservation 
perspective, especially when I look at this chart and I see minimal effects and no 
effect and everything else. This idea of minimal or minor changes to this 
administration it appears the whole [inaudible 00:34:38] out in Alaska might be 
minor. So I would really urge the agency to not leave ambiguity in what 
[inaudible 00:34:46]. I say this having been involved with the Chugach planning 
process as well where there are some interests that wanted into the Chugach 
and log and they expressed that during that process. So I think it's very critical 
that this is very clear, what's going on. 

Speaker 15: I want to ask, will the agency just consider leaving the Chugach out of this plan? 
In the analysis, the slideshow [inaudible 00:35:08] was about the Tongass. At 
the scoping meeting that was generally the way it was going at scoping, we 
were all in the room, we were actually across the hall there at scoping but I 
think that would be the most appropriate course of action instead of muddying 
the waters and putting 5.4 million acres potentially at the whim of what 
someone may or may not decide is minor in the future. Would that be a thing 
we can comment on? 

Christine: Absolutely you should. Yes. 

Speaker 15: Awesome. 

Speaker 1: I'm going to come up front, and then it goes to you. You all are going to have to 
help me. I've lost track. 

Speaker 16: I've got a question about public comments. It seems like it's outlined that this is 
the only period for public comments until December 17 but don't we also have 
an opportunity for public comments after the final DEIS is written before the 
record of decision is signed? 

Christine: There is a 30 day stay, once the final environmental impact statement comes 
out there is a 30 day period before we can actually promulgate the proposed 
rule in the records. So the proposed rule will be, the record of decision will be 
[inaudible 00:36:16]. 
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Speaker 16: After the 30 days? 

Christine: Right. There's not another public comment period. That's not public comment 
period though, it's just a 30 day where the agency, the department has to wait. 
It's like a waiting period before you can actually promulgate the final rule. 

Speaker 16: Okay. But aren't there different public comments for a NIPA process on the EIS 
and a regulatory process for a new regulation? And so we could comment 
differently on those two- 

Christine: So we did the scoping comment period last year and this is the comment period 
on the draft DEIS. This is the final public comment period for the ruling. 

Speaker 16: For the EIS or the ruling? 

Christine: They're connected. 

Speaker 17: Correct comment periods. I think what he's asking is- 

Christine: Am I missing something? 

Speaker 17: There is a comment period on a proposed rule though the APA requires a public 
comment period. 

Christine: They're overlapping. 

Speaker 17: They're overlapping and comments submitted on the proposed rule will be 
accepted at the same time comments on the DEIS. There are technically two 
different comment periods going on at the same time, they're both 60 day 
comment periods that overlap each other. 

Speaker 16: And don't they have different standards for what's considered substantive 
comments? For the NIPA you're really asking, what's flawed in the EIS that 
needs correcting? And in the regulatory it's more, what do you think about the 
regulation? 

Christine: Yes. Technically there are, yes. And we'll consider those separately even though 
they're all coming into the same system. It's a little confusing the way it works 
but, yes. If there are comments on the proposed rule and there's comments on 
the DEIS we expect to get fully to get lots of both to inform the changes we 
need to make to the final environmental impact statement as well as, and that's 
going to help the secretary to determine what he's going to select as the final 
rule, as well as the comments on the proposed rule. 

Speaker 17: Thanks. Back to you now. 
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Natalie Dossan: Thanks for your endurance on public hearing. My name's Natalie Dossan and 
I've spent 17 years as a wildlife researcher on the Tongass National Forest, a 
resident of southeast in the past, I live here in Anchorage now and I'm executive 
director for Autobahn Alaska. I've been deeply involved in the past forest 
planning processes as forest service employee with the national forest 
[inaudible 00:38:44] monitoring program and then as an independent 
consultant and researcher primarily focused on endemic mammals. So I've 
worked with the goshawks, the brown bears, the black bears, pacific marten. 
And I was really curious about section 211 and the [inaudible 00:39:01] tables 
that gave very high likelihood that the populations would remain well 
distributed and viable over the course of 100 year span. I didn't see any 
associated data with those. 

Natalie Dossan: And so I'm familiar mostly with endemic mammals, the goshawk surveys 
because I've done a lot of those for the forest service over the years. The 
goshawks were stopped in 2015 and a lot of those nest surveys showed across 
the region that they were abandoned at those times and so we're actually going 
back to look at viable, well distributed populations since the 2012 fish and 
wildlife ruling on goshawks that showed if you dropped below that 40% 
threshold for habitat you may not be able to any longer say that there would 
still be viable populations. So I just went ahead and ran some numbers with 
some colleagues and it looks like under the preferred alternative six there will 
be up to 80% habitat loss for the following species, queen charlotte goshawk, 
pacific marten, [inaudible 00:40:05] black bear, prince of wales island flying 
squirrel, prince of wales island spruce grouse. I'm wondering where the data are 
and if it's possible to get copies of the data that illustrate the results of table 
211. 

Christine: Do you have any details on that? I'm going to say this was to your analysis 
[inaudible 00:40:30] forest plan and. 

Robin: Yeah, like Christine said a lot of the analysis in this DEIS will fit the analysis that 
was completed for the forest plan which also included a review of the habitat 
conservation strategy of the forest plan. So all of that analysis is available from 
the forest plan record that's available to the public as well as the record of the 
roadless DEIS. 

Christine: Can I just follow up? There's one more thing you mentioned about viability 
populations. That is something that is addressed at the forest plan so when we 
propose specific projects we have to ensure that that project is not going to 
jeopardize the viability of that species across the plan area. 

Natalie Dossan: Yes. I know that, so I just want to clarify, the data they used for that table are 
coming from the forest plan and specifically from the habitat conservation 
strategy? 
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Christine: Follow up with us after and let's take your name so we can get back to you with 
solid data, information. 

Natalie Dossan: Great. And I'll have access to those data? 

Christine: Yes. 

Natalie Dossan: Great. Thank you. 

Speaker 1: Coming up here and back to you, then to you, then to you, then to you. 

Speaker 20: Yeah. I'm kind of concerned that climate change hasn't been discussed yet. And 
I was wondering, because protecting old growth forests should be our top 
priority since climate change is a current emergency that's affecting the Arctic 
faster then the rest of the lower 48, and I think it's our responsibility to protect 
old growth forests for future generations and to stabilize the climate. In your 
estimate, what percentage of the comments have been about climate change 
and is that a factor? 

Christine: Oh, you mean in the scoping period? 

Speaker 20: Yes, for the scoping period. 

Christine: I actually have no idea off the top of my head how many comments we got 
related to climate change. There is a climate analysis as part of the DEIS and 
supporting documents that was done in conjunction with someone in our office 
of climate and sustainability. I'd encourage you to take a look at that. And then, 
I'm not sure that we can get that, we have to check with the content analysis 
folks to see if we can actually get a specific number of how many comments. 
Because so many comments have so many things in them, I don't know if we 
can ferret out every individual one and say we got this many on fish and this 
many on climate change and this many on bears and this many on. They're all 
interwoven. 

Robin: I do know that we have heard it in every meeting like this. 

Speaker 20: I just see it wasn't one of the top three priorities but maybe it was sort of 
interwoven with all that. Yeah. 

Evan: My name is Evan [inaudible 00:43:10]. If alternative six were selected and 
implemented, would that in any way trigger revisiting of the forest plan because 
it seems like a massive change in the available resource to manage, in some 
automatic manner? And if not, would it not be foreseeable given that you have 
an industry that has said the current forest plan does not provide an 
economically sustainable level of harvest, would that not lead you to expand the 
amount of production area but not the amount of production volume, would 
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that not lead to the high grading that John mentioned earlier, and do we not 
foreseeably expect the industry, which obviously wants its own economic 
sustainability would choose to harvest the most economically viable trees and 
not follow the forest service's forecasted ten year switch to second growth 
which has been proven time and time again not to be economically viable? 

Christine: A couple things I would say about that. We do not have an intent, we don't have 
a plan to amend the forest plan. What the rule making, if alternative six were 
selected, the full exemption, it would make an additional 165,000 acres of old 
growth and 20,000 acres of young growth available for harvest beyond what's 
available now in terms of meeting that 46 million board foot annual average 
that the Tongass would produce. So it increases the, it gives flexibility in the 
areas you could go to do that. Those acres of old growth were identified as 
suitable for timber harvest previously and are currently not because the 2001 
roadless rule is in place. So they're not actually creating new suitable acres, they 
were already suitable and they're just not able to harvest timber because of the 
current roadless rule restriction right now. So that's the change in difference 
with full exemption is the availability for industry as an opportunity to go 
harvest on those additional 165,000 acres of old growth but not increase actual 
harvest levels. Does that help? Some? 

Evan: To me that seems like they are going to choose to high grade the timber but. 

Christine: Well, like I said, every project they propose still has to comply with the forest 
plan and all of the standards and guidelines that are in the forest plan and all of 
the protections that are in place. 

Evan: What metrics were originally used to determine suitability of harvest? 

Christine: That's part of any forest planning process where we have to identify acres that 
are suitable. For instance, on the Tongass is 16.7 million acres total. Of that 16.7 
million acres as the very first step that you go through to determine suitability 
there is 980,000, 970,000 that are suitable. If you go through, and that's without 
the forest plan in place, and then you go through the process to look at the 
forest plan and other places, deep slopes, places that are not operable, it comes 
down to roughly 500,000. And then the forest plan currently has planned 
377,000, I think, acres of productive old growth over the life of the plan that's 
planned. And so what alternative six, the full exemption would do would be to 
add 165,000 acres of old growth to that 366,000. So basically bring it up to half a 
million acres of suitable old growth that could be potentially harvested. Is that 
better. Okay. 

Speaker 1: And then we are required to go through an appraisal system called residual 
value appraisal system that [inaudible 00:47:23] system can operate. And then 
we utilize our [inaudible 00:47:25] to verify, validate that the prescription 
needed for that treatment, that action on the ground is sustainable. I apologize, 
one second. So you and you. I lost track. Please. 
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Speaker 22: First thanks to all of you for [inaudible 00:47:42] out here, I appreciate that, 
spend time with us. I find that there's an incredible amount of knowledge in this 
room that's making incredibly detailed observations and comments. And I have 
to believe that with six alternatives that of the 144,000 comments that you 
received that they weren't just binary like all in for the no action alternative or 
to number six, yet the secretary exercised his discretionary power, ignored what 
I would assume would have been a real diversity of informed comments, to 
choose number six. You're saying that he's interesting in hearing our reaction to 
that, and I'm saying, please carry back to him my concern that what is the 
probability, what assurance does anybody in this room, in Juneau, in all the 
other hearings have that their public comments actually matter? That it's not 
going to be another discretionary decision to just stick with number six? And 
that any of this matters because right now it kind of doesn't feel that way. 

Christine: I appreciate that. And as all of you know, I can't guarantee any of you that he's 
going to change his mind. But I know that if folks don't speak up then he's not 
going to make as informed a decision as he could. 

Adam: If I could go next. My comment is tiered directly off of hers. 

Speaker 24: Go ahead, I'll go after you. 

Adam: Okay. The one comment I'd like to make to the room. My name's Adam 
[inaudible 00:49:40], I'm a federal employee, not with this agency but I'm 
familiar with the NIPA process. One comment I would like to make is that with 
the NIPA process the true intent is simply to disclose an event to the public 
therefore a lot of these comments may or may not have bearing. The question, 
one question I have for you guys is the secretary of agriculture that you keep 
referring to, he's an appointed position in the cabinet, okay. And we've already 
seen this administration appoint lots of people who ... Okay, I'm not going to go 
down that road. But a lot of people in high level federal agencies like the EPA, 
the EPA has been gutted, people have been removed from their positions, 
reassigned to locations far, far away. I have seen it, it has happened to my 
friends. It does not sit well with me. So my comment to everybody here in the 
room is that to make any meaningful change we have to do it through law which 
is to vote for the right people to get them in that legislative process. Us 
commenting on NIPA isn't necessarily going to get us where we want to be. So 
we need legal action and we need to vote in the right people. 

Speaker 1: Would you come up front? You were next in line. 

Speaker 24: Yeah. I'll take a different tack, but thank you for that. I want to ask about the 
roaded roadless, so you described them, or somebody described them in the 
PowerPoint, these are areas where they're roadless areas but there are roads in 
them because they were either built before 2001 or while the roadless rule was 
being challenged or exempted. But I notice that in all of the action alternatives, 
maybe not five and six, but in two, three, and four, those alternatives would 
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remove the roaded roadless from the roadless inventory but that some of the 
alternatives would also create new, quote unquote, roadless categories that 
would actually allow for more road building. So wouldn't those alternatives lead 
to more roaded roadless areas? So my question is why do you create more 
roaded roadless when you're trying to get rid of the roaded roadless from the 
roadless protections? And won't those areas be vulnerable to your agency 
removing them entirely from the roadless base in the future? 

Christine: So, yes, it's all very confusing. I'll just say that upfront. The intent is, if you 
remember Robin, currently on the 2001 roadless rule there's basically 
everything's managed the same and there's a limited set of exceptions that 
allow for road construction, reconstruction, right? In the current 2001 rule. The 
alternatives were developed in response to what we heard from the public and 
others, tribal consultation and the state's committee. So we heard from some 
folks that they really like the 2001 roadless rule in place but they would like 
some additional exceptions for things like, currently for geothermal, there isn't 
currently an exception to develop a geothermal energy source and have road 
access to that in a roadless area. There isn't currently an exception in 2001 
roadless to do other things that local communities said were important to them 
but they'd like to broadly keep the roadless protections in place. 

Christine: So that's why we developed those five different categories of roadless priority 
to look at, some are more restrictive, some are less restrictive, to try to respond 
to some of what we heard from the public about additional local economic 
opportunities they've had that they would like or just for community wellbeing 
like Robin mentioned, in order to have access to energy development to support 
local communities, to have access to native, access for native communities for 
important tribal ceremonies and foods and things like that that they may not 
currently have access to do because of the limits on road construction and 
reconstruction. That was the intent and, yeah, it seems like you're creating 
more roaded roadless but they're really put forward as a set of exceptions to 
respond to the public comment we got from people about what they would like 
exceptions for. Generally you can't build roads but we would like an exception 
to go do this activity. 

Speaker 24: And the timber priority would allow for timber production and road building 
without limitation? 

Robin: Correct, yes. There are no limitations on timber harvest or [crosstalk 00:54:22]. 

Speaker 24: I guess you haven't answered my question. Why remove the roaded roadless 
when you're creating more categories that would build more roads. Why not 
include those in part of the categories? And then if you're not going to, would 
those areas that have new roads in them become vulnerable to removal from 
the base? 
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Christine: Not unless we went through another rule making process. In alternative two, if 
you look from Robin's presentation, alternative two is actually more restrictive 
than the current 2001 roadless rule. 

Speaker 24: That's not my question. 

Christine: But removing the roaded roadless from that you're basically saying, okay, we 
have roads, these places were developed while the exemption was in place or 
[crosstalk 00:55:07]. 

Speaker 24: Well why not restore them? There's no alternative that takes those areas and 
says, you know, these areas still could be restored to former roadless 
characteristics, they're also potentially fragmenting roadless areas that would 
remain under alternative two. 

Christine: Yeah. Well if you think that's something we ought to look at then tell us that and 
we will- 

Speaker 24: That's why I asked that question and I'm unsatisfied with the answer but I'll be 
commenting. 

Christine: I don't have a reason why we structured all of the alternatives the way we did. 
We were trying to be responsive to the input we had. If you think we should 
have looked at that as an option then please provide that comment and 
[inaudible 00:55:42]. 

Robin: If I could add one more thing on the roaded roadless. It wasn't just, those areas 
don't just include roads. They did include timber harvest as well, those roads 
were largely constructed for access to timber projects. So when we looked at 
those areas it's not just that there was a road in it, they had seen other kinds of 
development that kind of took them out when you think about conserving 
roadless area characteristics which the original rule was designed to protect 
they didn't necessarily still have those characteristics in those areas because 
they had been bulk roaded and in large part they had also been harvested in the 
past. So they just simply didn't provide the typical character that roadless area 
provide. So those were the acres that were removed. It wasn't just because they 
had a road. It was because they had seen other development as well. 

Christine: Thank you Robin. 

Speaker 1: So I've got two more questions in the room. We have about 15 minutes I would 
think for others who have questions. So we've got at least four, five. Okay. Back 
of the room and up to here, on to you on this side and then we'll go back to you. 

Speaker 25: Yeah so I missed the first part of the hearing, the presentation. Was government 
to the governing composition talked about? There was? Have there been any 
developments since mid October with consultation to the tribe [inaudible 
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00:57:18]. The six tribes [inaudible 00:57:26] turned down for face to face 
consultation with [inaudible 00:57:30]. 

Speaker 1: Do you want to address this? 

Christine: The under secretary had a couple of conversations with President Jackson and 
President Wallace. They were the two tribal entities that had sent that original 
letter to Secretary Perdue requesting consultation. The under secretary was just 
out here this past weekend and did a day of tribal consultation with seven or 
eight tribal entities, I think one didn't make it because some ferries got 
canceled. But, yeah. Spent a day doing tribal consultation this past Saturday and 
has committed to continue that throughout the process. 

Speaker 25: In the [inaudible 00:58:21] of the six tribes came out and said they don't agree 
with alternative six. And I guess my question is, I feel like what you guys are 
doing is completely disrespecting those six tribes, I want to just ask why, why 
are you doing it? 

Speaker 1: There is no attempt or intent to ever be disrespectful in that aspect- 

Speaker 25: But if someone says, we don't consent to alternative six? 

Speaker 1: Our meeting on Saturday with the tribal officials and entities there, I thought 
the discussion, the dialogue was very good. I thought the intent, the effort by 
the under secretary to meet with those tribal entities in a governed to 
government way was very good. A further commitment to continue in that 
effort will be ongoing. As to how it was felt to portray, I think that each of the 
tribal entities can express their own views but it was pretty clear to me that 
there was a need to get together, it was necessary, and I think that the 
discussion, the dialogue [inaudible 00:59:31] was actually pretty productive. I 
hope that we continue in a productive way to continue to represent that effort. 
And I know the commitment from the under secretary is there. Yes sir? 

John Shane: I want come back to science and old growth and large field growth for a 
moment. But I wanted to thank you three because this is a tough time to be a 
federal employee and I think you're trying hard and I appreciate that. 

John Shane: When I talk about large tree, old growth, I'm talking about trees that are four to 
ten feet in diameter. There aren't many ten footers left, I've seen a couple of 
nine footers in the Tongass and they're really hard to find. On Prince of Wales 
Island, north Prince of Wales, north central Prince of Wales, it's a biogeographic 
region, the large tree contiguous, these are the big [inaudible 01:00:31], the 
contiguous large tree old growth has been reduced by 96%. We published that 
in Conservation Biology, Dave Albert and I from TNC in 2013. That's a really 
serious issue. That's high grading. We know that old growth is non renewable. 
You don't create old growth in 100 years or 200 years. It starts developing old 
growth characteristics at about 300 years. So scientists have recognized that old 
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growth is rare, it's highly valuable, and the Tongass is the only national forest in 
the nation that still clear cuts old growth forest. That's an issue but it's 
complicated because of the high grading. And north Prince of Wales was the 
most productive forest area in all of Alaska and it's been nailed. 

John Shane: So this roadless rule really worries me because I see the opportunity for the 
industry to go in and cherry pick and get the best of what's left. And that's going 
to have an impact on all of those species like goshawks and marten and salmon 
in some cases, that require and really need those big tree old growth forest. Th 
scientific community has absolutely come together on this whole idea that old 
growth is too valuable to be clear cutting anymore. And I would suggest, and I'll 
put this in my extensive comments, and I had extensive comments that hit all 
these issues and I didn't see these things addressed which you know. I think that 
to go to alternative six we're really talking about unsustainable management of 
old growth and big tree old growth and all the creatures that need those stands. 
I just really think that's important and I think you folks understand some of that 
and you're constrained. But it's important that we, every one of us, makes sure 
that we get the facts out and the science on the table and force the decision 
makers up high to do what is the right thing for the American public. Thank you. 

Speaker 1: I lost track of where I was going next. I guess [inaudible 01:03:01] gentleman 
over here and then [inaudible 01:03:03]. 

Speaker 28: Oh. First off, I mean [inaudible 01:03:07] support for no actions and it seems like 
that's the majority of the people here but I do want to apologize to any people 
who really do support the full exemption, we respect your views, sorry you 
don't feel like speaking up, just disagree with you. I have a question, I guess it's 
mostly for Christine since you seem to have had the most face time with 
secretary Perdue. What can you tell us actually about his persona? What 
comments supporting no action plan would really hit home with him since it 
really his discretion, like [inaudible 01:03:38] don't really matter, it's really his 
decision? 

Christine: I ant guess, I'm not going to guess, talk about the secretary's persona. 

Speaker 28: What's important? 

Christine: What's important? What I think is the most important thing to note is he really 
does have an interest in settling this issue and would like to see a long term 
solution put in place. And so the things that he would like to hear are things that 
are going to support what folks think the long term solution is. We would like 
you to not go back and have to, we've been in court for almost 20 years on this 
issue. It's been divisive, it's controversial, people have a wide variety of 
viewpoints about what they think about roadless area management on the 
Tongass specifically. I think anything you can do to provide what you think 
would be a long term solution to this challenge. 
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Speaker 24: Can I ask a follow up to that? Was that part of the rationale for choosing 
alternative six? Because that wouldn't seem to be a sustainable? 

Christine: I can't guess to what the secretary's rationale is. It's his decision, not mine. 

Speaker 24: I thought you said that was what would be important for the final decision? 

Christine: For the long term, for a final decision for what a long term solution is going to 
be. The secretary chose what he thought was most responsive to the state's 
petition and at this point in the process. I'm not into his head. 

Speaker 24: I know, I know. But you characterized it that that would be an important piece 
of the final. 

Christine: It is important. 

Speaker 24: And so I was wondering, was that an important piece to this preferred 
alternative that's identified in the draft? 

Christine: I don't know if that was important or not. What was important to him for the 
draft was for us to create a wide variety of alternatives that addressed what we 
heard proposed. 

Speaker 1: I want to try to honor and respect the folks who waited in line. 

Speaker 24: Yes sir. 

Speaker 1: I thought there was one more over here, is that you? I apologize. Did I get out of 
order? 

Speaker 29: I don't know. My question also has to do with the concern of the gentleman in 
front with the old growth trees in the Tongass, some at over a thousand years 
old. I have a huge concern with the climate change impacts of logging of the old 
growth trees in the Tongass and I had a question about some of the science in 
the draft DEIS that recognizes that we're looking at 1.5 to 3 degrees celsius of 
warming in Alaska by 2050, recognizes that the Tongass plays an important role 
in regulating global climate, and that changing the forest would carry global 
consequences but then follows up that emissions from logging would be 
temporary. which scientists seem to disagree with that those emissions would 
be temporary, would be recaptured by young trees. We're talking about 
thousand year old trees releasing carbon, it takes a really long time for trees to 
store that carbon. New growth trees would not be capturing that carbon. So I'm 
curious about the science, the temporary emissions of carbon from the old 
growth trees in the draft DEIS, where that came from? 
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Christine: That's certainly not my area of expertise. But if you want to talk to us after and 
we can take your name down I can put you in touch with someone who can 
answer your questions because I cannot. I can't. 

Speaker 1: So we're down to the last five minutes. We have two more questions. 

Speaker 30: Since we're on the subject of old growth, what are some of the other limitations 
or regulations that are allowing for old growth? 

Speaker 1: All of the operations currently that result or have a component of harvesting on 
the Tongass National Forest are as related to the forest plan And the authorities 
or direction of legislative statues that exist for that. I don't know how I can get 
[inaudible 01:07:31] specific legislation. 

Speaker 30: I'm sorry. I thought I remembered reading something in the draft DEIS about 
changing the forest plan to a certain percentage of old growth so you're getting 
more old growth as years go on and that'll eventually balance out. And I thought 
there was some regulation that initiated that but I couldn't recall what it was. 

Speaker 1: I will attempt to go through it and I certainly yield to my colleagues. Initially, this 
was as related to the amended forest plan of 2016, that came from a 2013 
memorandum to the agency to come up with a social, ecological and economic 
answer that would seek to transition from old growth to young growth. 

Speaker 30: That was it, yeah. 

Speaker 1: And there was a second component about providing for sustainable energy 
sources. In that the expectation was to try to do it in the next 10 to 15 years 
under the memo. As we went through the analysis it looks like it's slightly over 
15 years and we're continuing the information collection for young growth 
because as indicated, I heard from somebody about the viability of the industry 
and the product at that point in time. So we're not sure exactly what the 
timeline is but the intent is to reduce down from the current levels of old 
growth harvesting down to a level of about 5 million, replace that wood 
product, supply with young growth over that period of time. And then the 5 
million old growth would continue, the 41 remain a million under the current 
forest plan would end up being transitioned in to young growth. So it is an old 
growth to young growth transition plan. 

Speaker 30: And then, just how often is a forest plan revised? 

Christine: Technically speaking, they're supposed to be revised every 15 years. We still 
have many forest plans that are over 30 years because we've been through 
multiple planning rules that have not survived. So the 2012 planning rule has 
actually been probably the most stable planning environment we've had in a 
long time. We are just starting to put out plans that have been revised under 
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the 2012 rule but we still have a lot of plans that are much older than 15 years. 
And many of those have been amended throughout that time span. 

Speaker 1: There was one more question from the back. Yes sir. 

Speaker 31: I just have a quick question about the maps. Could you verify the difference 
between development and non development LUDs as well as priority LUDs, just 
so we can understand what each of those color legends represent? 

Robin: The difference between development and non development was, again that 
goes back to the forest plan. If you think of the forest plan like a zoning process, 
when you go through a forest plan amendment or revision you're looking at the 
entirety of the forest and you're determining what uses are most appropriate 
for certain areas of that forest. So you go through the forest planning process 
which, as does the roadless DEIS it might have a variety of different alternatives 
and then the end, and this goes back to the 2008 Tongass amendment actually 
was the last time that all of those land use designations were considered on the 
forest. It separated all of the land on the forest into different land use 
designation and I don't know the total number of land use designations. I think 
there are close to 20 different types of land use designations. Those include the 
old growth habitat LUDs, those are the LUDS with the old growth preserve so to 
speak. And includes a [inaudible 01:11:10], the current LUD 2 areas, those are 
statutorily designated but they are also a LUD in the forest plan. 

Robin: So the difference between the development and the non development LUDs, 
the development LUDs are the timber production, modified landscape and 
[inaudible 01:11:29], those are typically the LUDs that allow commercial 
activities like mainly commercial timber harvest and road construction that's 
associated with that. There are other types of commercial activity that might be 
allowed in non development LUDs, those would be more non discretionary 
activities like mining operations, the forest service can't prohibit someone who 
owns a valid mining claim, we can't prohibit their legal right to operate that 
mining claim. So some of those activities might occur in the non development 
LUDs but when the forest service actually considers and authorizes other types 
of activity those occur in the development LUDs if that helps at all. So there's 
really only three land use designations on the Tongass that kind of fall into that 
development LUD category. And, again, that's timber production, modified 
landscape, and scenic leisure. 

Speaker 1: So with that that concludes the time that we had scheduled for this meeting. 
We are willing to stay around for another 20 or 30 minutes if people want to 
look at the ... 
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BEGINNING OF PUBLIC MEETING Q&A PERIOD  

Christine Dawes: 29:56 Roxanne is back in the back here in the I think purple sweater so 
if you want to go to your closest person with a microphone or 
Roxanne, you want to start up here? 

Roxanne: 30:13 Okay. Thank you very much. 

Kari Ames: 30:24 My English name is Kari, my Tlingit name is [foreign language]. I 
am with the Women’s Earth Climate Action Network. We 
understand that over the last years you have ignored requests 
for better tribal consultation. You have funded the logging 
industry to help with the rulemaking but not us. We are missing 
the subsistence hearings in our hometowns and a D.C. 
subsistence hearing would have been a great opportunity for us 
for we are missing out on the ones back home. We also are glad 
that you have agreed to adding more hearings. Specifically, 
we're asking for those in Juneau and Anchorage for our people 
are being displaced from their villages. And this is why they're 
going to these places. They will not be advocating for just 
Anchorage or just Juneau. They're advocating for their home 
towns and communities that they have had to move away from. 

Kari Ames: 31:28 And this is not to mention the fact that you weren't even 
recording the comments made this afternoon or at most of the 
public hearings in Alaska, there is no excuse for that. You could 
have brought in a court reporter or video recorded it and had 
comments transcribed. The forest service takes public 
comments as many of these meetings. So to my question, why 
is the forest service refusing to truly listen to the people who 
will have to be left in this devastation but the consequences of 
this repeal, especially Alaska natives? 

Chris French: 32:03 Thank you. I think we've done 17 we're doing 17 subsistence 
hearings, all of that are being recorded. They will be 
transcribed. And for those of you that came here today that this 
will offer some additional hearings. 

Kari Ames: 32:18 We wanted to clarify that Yes, We know that you are recording 
the subsistence hearings, but we want the Tongass ones 
recorded too. We feel that is taking away your obligation to 
listen to us. Some of our elders in our home towns don't have 
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ways to do a submission online or write letters and stuff, so we 
are silencing the voices of the people who live in these small 
towns or who have had to move to the bigger cities because 
they cannot support their families. We need our voices to be 
heard and to exclude these people is not right. 

Chris French: 32:52 Thank you. I appreciate it. 

Adrian Lee: 32:52 [foreign language 00:33:30] My name is Adrian Lee. I'm Tlingit 
of the Tongass National Forest indigenous to the Tongass 
national forest. I'm proud to say I'm the voice of the Tongass 
women's earth climate action network, WECAN international. 
As people of the forest and people of the sea, we must speak 
out for our children's grandchildren to protect our homelands. 
I'm here representing 95% of Alaskans who are for protecting 
the Tongass national forest and the 2001 Roadless rule, 
something that the forest service has been for, for almost 20 
years now. Alaska native tribes are the landowners of private 
property that our regional corporations Sealaska continues to 
clearcut on under the state of Alaska law. They do not speak for 
us and they do not speak for me, nor should any corporation 
voice in the Roadless rule be considered mine by the Alaska 
congressional delegation. 

Adrian Lee: 34:16 I maintain my own Supreme sovereignty within the authority of 
my own cultural indigenous tribal laws. I stand in solidarity with 
my sisters in Hoonah, since the forest service comments in 
every single poll that you have already have shown that the 
majority of people in the Southeast and across the country, 
want the Roadless rule kept in place. Why do you insist upon 
repealing of the Tongass Roadless Rule? 

Chris French: 34:47 Thank you. I, I really appreciate the comment and I think that's 
what's very important about this space right now, both the 
public comment period and the continuing consultation. We 
need to hear what people think. This is a proposal. The 
secretary has indicated his preferred alternative, but it's not a 
final and this is the space for voices to be heard. Any other 
questions? 

Lance Preston: 35:35 Hi, I’m, Lance Preston, commercial salmon fisherman from 
Sitka, Alaska here on behalf of the seafood producers 
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cooperative, the oldest and largest fisherman's cooperative on 
the Pacific coast with more than 500 individual fishermen 
owner members. My question, would you not agree that the 
greatest economic contribution to the Southeast Alaska region 
to both commercial and the commercial fishing is the 
commercial fishing industry and the visitor industry? Is it not the 
greatest contribution, the salmon? 

Chris French: 36:13 So yes. The only thing I've got when I'm thinking about the 
charter economic contributions, I actually think there was a 
larger sector that was in government and I, what I believe the 
next one absolutely after that is absolutely correct. The 
sequencers, you are correct, right? 

Lance Preston: 36:32 The Tongass, the Tongass--does the Tongass national forest 
provide more jobs? In government or more jobs? 

Chris French: 36:41 You're right. The biggest driver of the economy in Southeast 
Alaska directly ties in Tongass fisheries, in seafood, in tourism 
from the other data that's been provided to us. Question here. 

Speaker 8: 37:04 Imperiled wildlife like wolves, Sitka Blacktail deer and northern 
goshawks depend on intact forest to survive. Science has 
demonstrated how clearcut logging and destruction of their 
habitat harms their species, yet that is precisely what the forest 
service is proposing. What will the forest service do when the 
populations of wolves, deer decline even further? 

Christine: 37:27 So thank you for your question. As Chris and I both, I think I 
mentioned before the governing document is the Tongass 
forest plan and so the protections that are currently in the 
forest plan are going to remain in place. So the, the 
requirements of standards and guidelines that projects have to 
be consistent with or remain in place. The Roadless rule does 
not change any of those standards and guidelines under which 
we have to comply whenever we implement projects. So 
whenever any, any project or activity is proposed, we'll go 
through an environmental analysis under the national 
environmental policy act and have a public comment period and 
take input on those projects and make those decisions at those 
times so that the Roadless rule itself will not actually remove 
any of those protections. 
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Roxanne: 38:17 I’m Matt [inaudible] from Severn, Maryland. Is there any effort 
towards replanting when harvesting is done in the timbered 
areas? I think that's kind of important for all those places. And 
also, is there any effort to understanding the climatic 
effect…hello are you paying attention to me? Is there any effort 
to understanding the climatic effect of harvesting the timber? 
You call yourselves the Forest Service of America and I’d kind of 
expect you to research that before you make changes that could 
not only impact Alaska but all of us.  

Christine:  So I’m not sure I got all of your questions but I’ll do my best to 
answer. Under the National Forest Management Act, we are 
required to ensure that acres that are commercially harvested 
have to be restocked, and that can happen one of two ways. It 
can be through natural regeneration, or it can be through 
reforestation. So it really depends on the site. There is a, part of 
the environmental impact statement, there was an analysis 
done on the climate effects and the carbon sequestration 
related to timber harvest, so that is part of the analysis in the 
EIS, and I think I missed your middle question. Ok. All right. 

Joel Jackson:   My name is Joel Jackson. I know both of you. I’m from the 
Organized Village of Kake, I’m the President, and you know, 
we’ve been through this process before, with the forest service. 
It’s so hard to continuously fight for traditional homelands. It’s 
sad, you know, to see what’s planned for our area. I’m worried 
about our area. They can speak for their territories, I can speak 
for mine. So they’re going to have to speak up, and they’re 
doing a good job. But you know, I’m just making a comment, I’m 
not looking to ask a question. My comment is that ever since 
the logging has been done around Kake, the forest has struggled 
to come back. Before, when there was logging that was taking 
place you didn’t see much deer. When I was growing up you 
could see deer out the back door. We could hike up the hill, 
shoot what we need, and come home. After logging taking place 
around our community by the forest service the deer more or 
less disappeared and we have to make the journey across the 
sound to deerhunt around back of the island. And we lost 3 
young men on that journey. They were returning from 
Admiralty Island. They drowned. And now, the last couple years, 
the deer have rebounded. Since the forest is healing, the deer 
have started coming back. And we have a healthy moose 
population. And a healthy wolf population. We have a trapper 
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on our island and he traps wolves. And so this year I think it’s 
the record number of deer. But the streams continue to 
struggle. The salmon are not coming back in the numbers that 
they used to. It really hurts us as a native people as the salmon 
is a keystone to our livelihood and we have to travel further and 
further away to try to get them. I’m hoping, and we have 
addressed the forest service, Secretary Sonny Perdue, and 
Undersecretary Hubbard, as well as our Alaska delegation, that 
we protect what we have left of the old growth. So we will 
stand our ground again, don’t get me wrong, we will continue to 
stand our ground. And you guys know what our alternative is. 
So thank you.  

Marina Anderson:   I’ve had my hand up for quite a while. I would not like to turn 
my back to the entire audience, I want you all to be able to see 
my face. So if it’s appropriate I will address everybody. Marina 
Anderson [foreign language including recitation of family 
origins] Forgive me if you do not understand what I said. I 
introduced myself to you. I come to you from my homeland, 
Prince of Wales Island, [foreign language] is where my clan is 
from. And I come from the Sculpin House. I apologize if you 
didn’t understand everything that I said, but I am reclaiming a 
language that has been ripped away from me and has been 
ripped away from our people. So bear with me as I express that 
way. For the attendants, this is quite a show, this is more people 
in this room than there are actually in my village. And there are 
more stores in this complex than there are actually in my village 
as there are zero. So my first question is, to Mr. French, did you 
say that a ton, a lot of acres that are included in the roadless 
plan, are a ton of acres that you are never going to do anything 
with?   

Chris French: 00:00 So what we talked about, when you look at the total number of 
acres in the Tongass, there are limitations to what we have, 
various laws and regulation about what could be harvested or 
not, and one of those, which is a requirement of the National 
Forest Management Act, looks at suitable acres or not, and one 
of those pieces are steep slopes. And so those pieces would fall 
out of being a suitable acre. And that analysis was done in the 
2016 forest plan. 
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Marina Anderson: 00:07 Maybe you didn't understand my question, it was a yes or no. 
Did you say that these are a ton of acres you're never going to 
do anything with. They're too steep. 

Chris French: 00:18 I'm not sure if I said a ton of acres. The way that I would speak 
about that is that when you look at suitable acres, that we have 
to, when we look at forest plans, we follow that guidance and 
steep slopes are one of those pieces that we have to look at. 

Marina Anderson: 00:36 Okay. Well I know it's been really busy so I'll refresh your 
memory. This is a direct quote I have from you during the 
consultation that we had with Under Secretary Hubbard 
recently. And this quote alone, forgive me if I do disrespect 
other views that are in this room. This quote alone shows that 
there is a lack of respect for our cultures, our peoples, and our 
ways of life. Not every single acre, how we utilize and tromped 
through, and used for extraction, we understand the 
importance of intact old growth forest. We understand the 
importance of the old growth forest holding water back from 
flooding our streams was silt, choking out the salmon eggs and 
making it so that our indigenous people cannot eat and feed 
their families. 

Marina Anderson: 01:31 And making it so that our commercial fishermen cannot make a 
living and cannot provide other variety salmon to the rest of the 
lower 48 and across the world. We understand our lands better 
than anybody else will. And this is a very naive statement I 
think, because it shows Mr. French, and I do have respect for 
you, but it shows that you do not understand us, and you do not 
understand our traditional ecological knowledge. Now I have 
another question. Is it true that the forest service altered the 
comments of the cooperating agencies before putting out the 
DEIS? And that's a yes or no question. 

Chris French: 02:11 I'm not aware of it. 

Marina Anderson: 02:14 Well I'm aware of it. Cooperating agencies had a meeting with 
the forest service. The forest service themselves told us we 
were not aware that these comments were altered before they 
were published. They are altered so significantly that I could 
barely even find my own comments. And my next question, is it 
true that tribes, the cooperating agency tribes, provided the 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=0C5ZnqMa3ePv5nJFTioSBaI6ZnAfk-HATGUVzGaf47emmc2ySjgJ3ilEAPYi6_n4I_kGUYRQc8B_-KPfRz_texV1WdU&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=7.87
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=v1QtYOXvAx6gAaNKTvLoaC9m1rL_-4uB55ey8TThgz_YdAf_JEx_nF1GHb2xAuNM8fDseC0pEmcpf3Jr3N7k1fmnAKw&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=18.03
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=A81s3hI7azCiTRymHdgE0nK3_EjUjqCj9gW9AoKsbhlA0Up6phLxz0kUjEn3eeApVD1kl6-otjc3AHONmShl4rSRQeY&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=36.17
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=W9h0q2QaBPC591aPcy3UcZKiF-jSU_p0KeD6BPd_wwl4Y4UXe_RtY9-P9IyyfLkRLh4vdc_zrGhQeaWV5YyTiumAaYQ&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=91.21
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=upb4hz77yVCifaW-p84ZPlv0LMk9vepq-pdELbDG9kA1YEf9l6FfZzqDbbic2OyE6bYGU04zfy8ocNthClJCVKs1HpQ&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=131.85
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=hkOTVDPJTw1n8RdiZMLy-VMjXVUpF_wgvBea6NBlcR9IGZ-rsaaJMjbLniqDl8RxtO12Zadsj4doN2ymihFoCsglUQs&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=134.73


Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
Washington, DC 
November 14, 2019 

  

 

 

Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service 

 

Page 7 of 32 

 

forest service with maps to be included in the DEIS that included 
our traditional territory? 

Chris French: 02:50 Yes, that's true. 

Marina Anderson: 02:52 And were the maps included in the DEIS? 

Chris French: 02:55 Not all of them. And we acknowledge that in the DEIS and we've 
talked about that in each of our hearings. 

Marina Anderson: 03:02 And why was that not included? The traditional territory of the 
people that have been living in these areas for over 10,000 
years. And I saw up here that has said that we've been living in a 
national forest for over 10,000 years. I'm sorry, but we have 
been there before the national forest system has come into 
place. 

Chris French: 03:19 Yes. And I greatly respect that. Yes, most of the maps were 
included. Two communities were not. We weren't able to get 
them into the deadlines we had. And we acknowledge that in 
the DEIS, we've acknowledged that in all of our public meetings 
and the subsistence hearings and we've provided those maps 
for the public to see. 

Marina Anderson: 03:40 Okay, thank you. This is a great quote I have in here. I just have 
to read it. “We were conservationists way before that was a 
word”. That comes from a man that I respect very well, Joel 
Jackson. Okay. Now I have another question. If you came to our 
village, if you got dropped off with nothing, nothing on your 
back, what would you do? 

Chris French:  That would be a hard thing to do, to answer. 

Marina Anderson:  That would be a hard thing to do, because we don’t have a 
single store, like I said, and so we rely heavily on our traditional 
economy. We rely heavily on trade. We rely heavily on our 
hunters going out and getting the deer and our fisherman going 
out and getting the fish, our women weaving the basketry, we 
rely heavily on intact old growth forests. So, Mr. French, if you 
came to Kassan, with nothing on your back, I promise our 
people will take care of you, because we have salmon in our 
cupboard and we have deer in our freezers and we have fish 
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eggs in our freezers. And we ill pull it out and we will feed you 
until you are full and we will wait, we will stay hungry—we will 
not feed ourselves until you are full, because you are a guest on 
our land. And that’s exactly what I mean. You are a guest on our 
land. On our land. The land that we have protected for over 
10,000 years. The land that we have lived in, in harmony. We've 
lived with the trees. We've lived with the waters. We've lived 
with the skies, and we've had nothing but respect for them. I 
have one last question. Are you aware of our spiritual 
connection with the trees and our ceremonies with the trees? 

Chris French: 00:00:20 I'm not aware of the specifics. I'm aware of the broader pieces 
of the culture, and there are others that have worked with us 
that are more aware than I would be. 

Marina Anderson: 00:00:32 Thank you for your comment. I would like the next time become 
aware. Become aware with the specifics because the specifics 
are exactly what matter. Don Young, himself, yesterday was 
saying this is nothing about timber, yet timber was the first 
thing mentioned in almost every single sentence here. Mr. 
French, this is all I have for now. Thank you very much. I 
appreciate your time. 

Chris French: 00:00:54 Thank you. 

Speaker 1: 00:00:55 [inaudible 00:00:55]. 

Chris French: 00:00:56 I appreciate your advice and your [crosstalk 00:00:58]. 
[inaudible 00:01:02]. 

Speaker 3: 00:01:04 [crosstalk 00:01:04] Hello. [inaudible 00:01:05]. 

Gene: 00:01:14 Hello. [inaudible 00:01:14]. Hello. My name is Gene. I'm a 
[inaudible 00:01:18] from Annapolis, Maryland. I had a question 
about the comments. I know that other agencies have problems 
with comments being attacked by bots and troll farms paid for 
by industries. I'm wondering, how important are the comments, 
and do you guys have a way of weeding out those trolls? The 
second question is based on a photo of the president with the 
governor of Alaska on Air Force One with his thumbs up. That's 
when all our problems started. Does any of this really matter? I 
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mean, this man acts like he's a monarch and that this land is his 
now. Blue Wave 2020, thank you. 

Chris French: 00:02:07 Thanks. All right, your first question. I'm not aware of any issues 
we've had with bots. We get lots and lots of comments. Some of 
them unique and some of them postcards. Then, we also use 
alternate other ways to inform the process. Whether it's 
through hearings, written comments that we receive at 
meetings through our consultation processes, and then, the 
input through cooperating agencies. On the second piece, I'm 
very aware. I get asked that question quite a bit about the role 
of the president in the final decision here. 

Chris French: 00:02:45 What I want to share with you is that we, as an agency, and in 
my conversations with secretaries, this space we're in right 
now, we take comment back to hear what people think about 
what's been proposed and why is very important. No final 
decisions have been made. We have many examples of when 
we've gone through periods like this, and decisions can change 
based on what people say. I have done this sort of work for 
more than 25 years in Forest Service. We take our 
responsibilities very seriously in terms of making sure that folks 
are heard, and that we reflect those, and we make decisions 
that are reflective of those things that we hear. We accurately 
portray all of that says Secretary of Agriculture. I think you can 
probably see that in the alternatives that we provided based on 
the initial comments that we got. Hopefully, you can see 
yourself in one of those. Ultimately, when all of this comes in, 
that decision by the Secretary of Agriculture will be born by all 
of this. 

Speaker 5: 00:03:56 Hello. I have a question about the Tongass. Multiple studies and 
many anecdotes as you've heard here show and highlight the 
importance of Tongass of it being rich for wildlife. They also 
show that logging and boating outgrows and degrades the 
ecosystem and the habitat for wildlife. I'm wondering why the 
US Forest Services is moving forward with a proposal that would 
degrade the habitat and ecosystems where those animals live 
instead of strengthening protections. 

Chris French: 00:04:32 Excellent. Our mission is multiple use. Yes, part of our mission is 
to provide forest products, other renewable resources, and 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=h5q6PklNs1Z_NvdVwXqYSGWth2X9dNf5EdCIqX1Z5U9jTzdId4Js9DhvfXdS43FeJoT5SRiV1ssGZXQF3zOqpafmH7M&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=127.28
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=8JftcPyrecuXUCVoAZlDKWl-JajdlXXAvzH7Q5sa2wRcKceo2kcJGvayNRqsSRuhTgt2t9Qd24mdEt2CQFTdmMskjXQ&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=165.83
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=36x7clU5cpmwdJ2mE-jVjZVz3dimLwmd-5jjarH-3frigZrlT9kVlgGigeJIzaaXpdVEIGnPzQRHE5bQTQkGj4ByKD4&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=236.63
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=xRKwWBkR5-Zo_33Tt3DklEZOj3NlpOjnKgDArZvTc7shOQbfWHJEdaFefqKRJxW8btH6u30AnbCx26QL25VycRRWBmA&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=272.89


Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
Washington, DC 
November 14, 2019 

  

 

 

Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service 

 

Page 10 of 32 

 

natural resources that come from public lands. But it's also 
about ensuring that we are conserving those lands, preserving 
those lands in wilderness and in other areas, and ensuring that 
we are managing for long-term ecological integrity. We're 
managing for wildlife habitats, protecting endangered species, 
all of those. Your questions about if you look at the 2016 Forest 
Plan. It directly takes on those issues. It talks about those 
effects, and those effects when we do those other activities that 
are a part of our mission. It talks about how you do those, and 
the levels that you could do those, so that you could do it in a 
way that provides the sort of protections that are needed. It 
tells you where you can't do those, such as those watersheds. 

Chris French: 00:05:31 We talked about the T77 that protects salmon fisheries and 
things like that. That doesn't change in this world. I know that's 
tough. Because what this rule maybe really does is says what 
would be available that has prohibitions from [inaudible 
00:05:50] but doesn't get into any of those specifics within the 
Forest Plan. The Forest Plan really is the piece that was redone 
in 2016 that drives those outcomes. What this does do is it 
changes what acres could be suitable for timber harvest. It 
doesn't change how we harvest it, the amount we harvest it, or 
the protections that we've included when that's done to 
minimize any impacts. But there are impacts. We talk about that 
and release it in the environmental impact stage. The biggest 
controlling factor is going to be those other pieces right now. 

Michael Chilton: 00:06:26 Hi, my name is Michael Chilton I'm with the Tlingit People. I was 
born and raised in Juneau, and currently living on Prince of 
Wales Island. I'm an uncle to 13 nieces and nephews [inaudible 
00:06:47] my brother and sister [inaudible 00:06:48]. I look 
forward to them being in our traditional [inaudible 00:06:53] 
soon. I do understand there's a lot that goes with that. I'm 
learning the ways of how to live in traditional ways with our 
traditional harvesting of trees. My question is why do you see 
any effect to our third sources acceptable. Out of all the options 
there, there was only one that said no effect to our third 
sources. Why is any of that at all acceptable? 

Chris French: 00:07:23 I appreciate your question. As part of this process, we're 
required to look at a range of alternatives to meet what both 
the states petition the secretary for, as well as the input we got 
during this scoping period. The range of alternatives you see 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=Jh2BFZV_bUXUGO0mRZd14EyTe8n3I7Lxx0pehLnCQo_scYyHqHw7IfH66AeAe6ans1WZnCUGEZgjYW-vtgFr1gU8f3E&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=331.96
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=LODBuqFus7dlHf_jB4RezJtp01ePcPWUIcviWczNKHMAdLVpJrajm3dOVC0AAPBdDnpOWPiO6FHfpNvSEuM0okATSkw&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=386.94
https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=ePODp9zToAmLMzqOGuG7CyC4-WRvuhBbvjJW0mks5a5T1eTT8Qtv21mZ-xukXqXXh3UyiF3fknzsklKz162Txrvn6IE&loadFrom=DocumentDeeplink&ts=443.95


Public Meeting for the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
Washington, DC 
November 14, 2019 

  

 

 

Audio recorded by a member of the public and transcribed here using a paid online transcription service 

 

Page 11 of 32 

 

was responsive to the full range of comments. Everything from 
keeping the 2001 rules in place, and through to full exception 
with various levels of protection in between. That's what we're 
presenting, and you're welcome to comment on. I appreciate 
very much the comments that we've heard today from the folks 
from Alaska about the importance of the forest to your food 
sources, and your culture, and your way of life. I really would 
look forward to hearing the comments that you provide so that 
we can make sure we include that input when we develop the 
final environmental impact statement and share what we've 
heard with the secretary. 

Michael Chilton: 00:08:21 Sorry, I don't feel like my question is really answered. I felt like it 
kind of got danced around. I don't know if anybody else 
mentioned that, but it's exactly [inaudible 00:08:28]. Does any 
effect to our food source sound plausible as an option, as 
opposed to no effect to our food source, which is currently 
coming back? 

Speaker 7: 00:08:40 I think to Chris's point before about the requirement we have 
under the Multiple Use-Sustained Yield Act, we are a multiple 
use agency. There are effects to some of the things we do. We 
put Forest Plans in place to try to minimize those effects as 
much as possible. 

Greg Singleton: 00:08:55 Hi, my name is Greg Singleton. I'm from Springfield, Virginia. I 
grew up born and raised in South Carolina. After a full career in 
the military, I retired in Virginia, so I'm calling Virginia my home 
now. But one of the things I did in the military was I swore to 
support and defend the constitution of the United States 
against all enemies foreign and domestic. The reason that I did 
that is because I love this great country, and part of what I love 
about this great country is our great and wonderful natural 
resources, which includes all of our national forests. At the very 
beginning, I would like to say I oppose any rollbacks of the 
Roadless Rule protections for the Tongass National Forest. One 
of the main reasons besides loving the national forests and 
wanting to keep them intact is that the Tongass National Forest 
is the United States of America's single most important national 
forest for carbon sequestration and climate mitigation. 
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Greg Singleton: 00:10:04 Today, I heard lots of comments that were very good about how 
we respect the salmon and how valuable the salmon is for the 
sustenance of so many people that call Alaska their home, as 
well as those of us in the lower 48. But also, the deer that roam 
the forest and how they provide sustenance. I will tell you that 
we are approaching an age that not just me but about 190 other 
countries on the Earth have agreed to, in Paris, one year 
recently, that said that we have got to get ahead of climate 
change, or it is going to eat our lunch. Climate change is not 
coming. Climate change is here. We have just experienced today 
and yesterday in this place, in Washington DC, unprecedented 
cold temperatures that have come down from the Arctic. In 
November, it's already as cold as it is in January. That's not 
supposed to happen. We had, in Alaska, these great people that 
traveled all the way here from Alaska saw forest fires, 
unprecedented forest fires in Alaska. This is not supposed to 
happen. 

Greg Singleton: 00:11:20 This summer, there were 72,000 fires, burning simultaneously in 
the Amazon rainforest. It seems that we can't get enough palm 
oil. What people are doing in the Indonesian rainforest is 
they're logging and burning the forest there, which are also 
helping to sequester carbon dioxide. What I would like to say 
that is valuable and has as much value, and in fact more value 
than a salmon is a tree. The trees I'm talking about are not your 
average Joe Blow pine tree growing in North Carolina. I'm 
talking about 800 year old, 12 foot in diameter, 200 year old 
trees. Those trees are all about keeping us protected from the 
future deleterious effects and destructive effects from climate 
change. I would even like to propose not only did I support 
alternative one, but I would support eliminating the entire 
ability of logging any trees out of the Tongass National Forest. 
Thank you. 

Speaker 7: 00:12:31 Thank you. Thank you. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:12:42 Hello. That's a good segue. Thank you for your comment. My 
name is Osprey Orielle Lake. I am the founder of the Women's 
Earth and Planet Action Network. We work with women on the 
front lines of climate change around the world in different 
regions. The first comment in question I have is specifically 
around indigenous peoples. We know that 80% of all of the 
biodiversity left on Earth is in the lands and territories of 
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indigenous peoples. I think I'm a bit taken aback today by the 
responses to our indigenous representatives here. One, really 
respecting the fact that they have been maintaining these 
territories and their lands for time and memorial. They are 
telling us what is needed. They are telling us how they have 
lived on these lands and cared for them. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:13:42 Ever since colonization, there has been a detrimental impact of 
their lands and their way of life, and to the ecosystem. Because 
the ecosystem, the trees, the salmon, the land, the river, and 
the indigenous people who live there are completely 
intertwined. I think you'd have to be completely deaf, dumb, 
and blind to not realize that that relationship needs to stay 
intact. I think we need to really honor our indigenous relatives 
and what they are telling us is needed, and to listen to them, 
and their request, and their demand for their rights and their 
territories. We need to start a much deeper conversation about 
decolonization, and a much deeper conversation about the fact 
that we are in an ecological and climate crisis, and indigenous 
peoples have so much to teach us about how to live with the 
land. 80% of all the biodiversity left on Earth right now is an 
indigenous territories and lands, and there's a reason for that. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:14:48 I'd like to really make sure that their comments have a special 
weigh in. One of the reports we read about the cultural analysis 
intact, it referred to indigenous peoples as visitors, visitors in 
their own territories. I think we need to really look at this 
attitude that, not just the US Forest Service but in general. 
People who have come to this land who are on, in essence, 
stolen, taken lands. Really looks toward indigenous peoples for 
their guidance at this critical time. I'm going to ask a second 
question. When you think about your response to that and your 
role of indigenous leadership in this moment, and their role in 
guiding this decision. The second thing I want to say is that, as 
it's been mentioned, we are in a climate crisis. I'd like to 
understand you as the leaders of our decision-making on forests 
in America. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:16:00 I'm completely confused how there could be any question at 
this point about old growth logging. We know that 80% of all 
carbon emissions in the United States through forests is 
happening in the Tongass. We are seeing huge destruction in 
the Amazon rainforest through fires. The sub-Sahara forests are 
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completely on fire right now. We're seeing fires. I live in 
California. I have literally run from two fires in the last two years 
that killed people. We are losing the tree people. We're losing 
the forests. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:16:40 To even consider bringing this forward at a time when there 
could be any sort of opening for there to be logging, when, 
we're talking about all of our future, all of our children right 
now. Literally, life and death. We're seeing millions of youth on 
the streets. Over seven million people have been mobilized just 
in this last few months, telling us that they're terrified for their 
future. And forests, as scientists are telling us over and over 
again, forests are key to mitigating climate change. How in the 
world can we be possibly considering any sort of damage to our 
forests, or harm. You keep saying, "Well, we're responsible for 
many different types of management and different kinds of 
activities on forest lands." This is a new time. We're in a new 
reality. Something has to change. We cannot do business as 
usual, and we cannot continue to move forward as if we're not 
in a climate crisis. I'd like you to respond to that as well. Thank 
you. 

Chris French: 00:17:53 Thank you. Your first question, we take our trust responsibilities 
very seriously. I'm really aware of the voices we create from 
indigenous leadership in Alaska, and very clearly bringing those 
voices to the decision-maker in this case, the secretary. For 
those things that we can do better, I'm asking how we can do 
that. It's important to us. On the second part, in terms of 
climate change, in the agency, we recognize the clear 
importance of forests across the world and the nation's forests 
play right now in terms of what's happening with climate 
change. If you look at the 2012 planning rule that guided the 
development of the Tongass Forest Plan, and it talks very clearly 
about the ways maybe we can think about them. 

Chris French: 00:18:59 The plan talks about the effects and the stressors within the 
environment and how we should be thinking about them. That 
guides how would you network. In the analysis that we do for 
this and for any subsequent project, our researchers and our 
folks that are working on this, with their analysis, do you think 
we get it wrong? If you disagree, I encourage you to tell us. I'm 
open to that feedback, but I'm very proud of the research and 
the work that we are doing about the key role that forests play. 
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Again, I think this is that space where we're looking for those 
kind of feedback [inaudible 00:19:48], and if there's things that 
we can do better, that's what I want to see. Thank you here 
[inaudible 00:19:53]. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:19:55 Well, I think people are telling you really clearly what they want. 
I really do hope you're listening to the feedback. Thank you. 

Leah Donahey: 00:20:04 Hi. My name is Leah Donahey, and I'm the Legislator Director of 
Alaska Wilderness League. I wanted to follow-up to some 
questions that represent what [Gallego 00:20:12] asked you 
yesterday in a hearing that the House of Natural Resources 
Committee held. As you know, millions of Americans have been 
speaking out not just this year but in previous years about their 
opposition to any future logging in the Tongass National Forest, 
undermining the Roadless Rule. My question is during the 
scoping comment period, there was a content analysis report 
that came out from the Forest Service saying the comments 
were in opposition to the approach that you're moving forward 
with your preferred alternative. I know it's a suggested 
preferred alternative, but could you speak today or have 
Secretary Purdue speak as to how you came up with a preferred 
alternative that was opposite of the overwhelming comments 
you've received. 

Chris French: 00:21:00 Thanks. There's a couple things I want to put in here. One is 
under the Administrative Procedures Act, which we're following 
here, it gives wide discretion to the secretary about how they 
choose the final group. Under the National Environmental Policy 
Act, that provides the space where we disclose what the effects 
are and what the public input was. In this case, there's multiple 
ways that we haven't, in the public comments that we have, 
about 144,000 of that, about 1700 of them were unique 
comments, and the majority of those comments were in favor 
of keeping the status quo, keeping the roads rule in place of 
that total. 

Chris French: 00:21:51 If you look at the unique comments and organizations that they 
involve, there's different levels of support within that for 
different organizations. Then, you add to that input that we've 
received through cooperating agencies, the input that we 
received from the state through the Citizens Advisory Group, 
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letters that we receive outside of the comment period that 
came from a variety of elected officials, representing Southeast 
Alaska but also the broader state of Alaska, and then, [inaudible 
00:22:23] elected officials throughout the continental United 
States, congressmen, and senators, those sorts of things. Then, 
there's the ongoing conversations where we're requesting 
initiate consultation that get that into this as well. All of that 
was used to inform the secretary on their final decision, at his 
final decision. 

Chris French: 00:22:51 He felt that when he looked at that level of feedback that he 
received and the different effects, and the preferred alternative 
was most responsive to what the state petition, the exemption 
asks for, and he's put it out as a preferred alternative to ask to 
what you think, and to get feedback and comments. 

Elizabeth Brandt: 00:23:19 Hi. My name is Elizabeth Brandt. I live in Maryland, and I am 
distinctly proud to have stood up for the Roadless Rule in 2002, 
when I lived in Sitka, and it was imperiled at that point, and I 
don't care to stand up again. Because what I really believe is the 
problem that we're seeing in this room is that you've put 
together a lot of work. You've made some great plans, but the 
person who decides is not in this room. I don't know how I can 
believe that Secretary Purdue is listening to these comments. 
One of the reasons that I feel that way is that we have with us 
President Joe Jackson. We have native leaders who can share 
directly with him their voices, and I just wonder would Secretary 
Purdue be open to having a meeting like that? 

Chris French: 00:24:13 I can't speak for Secretary Purdue and his choices. What I can 
say is that Secretary Purdue asked Under Secretary Hubbard to 
meet directly during consultation of tribes, and we received 
feedback through that process asking for similar things. That 
information is being brought forward to the secretary. 

Michael M.: 00:24:37 In addition to the many valuable perspectives that are 
presented here today, I'd like to add the perspective of 
American taxpayers. My name is Michael [Merridose 00:24:45]. 
I represent Taxpayers for Common Sense. As you may be aware, 
the organization recently released a report stating that using 
Forest Service buffer data and receipts, on a cash basis 
accounting and adjusting for inflation, Forest Service has lost, 
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on average, $30 million over the last 20 fiscal years selling 
timber in the Tongass National Forest. 

Michael M.: 00:25:10 After reading the DEIS, the proposed rule, the Regulatory 
Impact Assessment, it's very clear that the operative word is 
that part of the preferred alternative, the Forest Service would 
have more, quote, flexibility to plan its timber sales in order to 
potentially increase their economic visions. My question is that 
in FY 2018, more than 23 million more feet of timber, which was 
statutorily required to be profitable for logging companies. It 
was offered and did not receive a single bid. Through the Qu 
sale, the [inaudible 00:25:55] sale, and the [inaudible 00:25:57] 
sale, why do you need more flexibility in order to offer timber 
sales that are profitable for loggers. More recent profitable 
sales have not gotten any bids. 

Chris French: 00:26:08 Excellent. We're not saying we need more flexibility. We are 
responding to the petition that we've gotten from others that 
say that this is something that is safe, and other folks say there 
should be more flexibility. In this space, we are showing the 
different alternatives that do it. The final preferred alternative, 
one of the rationales for choosing it as a preferred alternative is 
that it creates greater flexibility for that piece. I want to 
acknowledge both pieces. We have sales across the country that 
we don't give bids on, every national forest. It's driven by 
market conditions. It's driven by product bases, all sorts of 
things. 

Chris French: 00:26:59 It really varies from year to year and place to place. It would be 
in appropriate to look at this and say, "What exactly on this 
one? Why do you need that?" It is broad across the agency that 
we're going to have certain sales that people get on and some 
that don't. I haven't looked at the complete annual report. 
Some of the pieces that I've seen, that would be a dialogue I'd 
love to have when you go back. The way you looked at our 
budget numbers versus the way we actually use some of those 
budget numbers internally, and I think you'll find maybe some 
differences of opinion. 

Michael M.: 00:27:34 Sure. Thanks. 

Chris French: 00:27:35 Thanks. 
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Adam Mince: 00:27:40 My name is [Adam Mince 00:27:40], and I'm a retired 
economist. I'd like to follow-up on the question that the 
Taxpayers Association just asked. I'm trying to figure out how 
this proposal to abolish the roadless restriction results in an 
economic benefit to be the economy of Alaska. Because one of 
the key things you've said about all six alternatives is that they 
don't increase the level of logging in a forest. To me, what that 
implies is it changes the characteristics of the kind of timber 
that will be targeted. 

Adam Mince: 00:28:20 When I read what the Oddball Society has said about logging in 
the Tongass in the past is historically the so-called high grade 
timber has always been a timber that is targeted. The high 
grade timber is the old growth timber that is big, between 4 and 
10 feet in diameter. If a timber company wants to buy in a 
timber sale, they're going to go out and buy grade first. That's 
been going on for seven years I understand. 

Adam Mince: 00:28:56 If you're going to keep the level of logging constant over these 
six alternatives, you're going to somehow still achieve an 
economic boost and yield logging activity that goes forward 
after you abolish the books. It must be because it will give you 
the flexibility to target the highest profit, high grade timber that 
has left impact. That is the old growth, high, the tall old growth, 
or it's 4 to 10 feet in diameter stand. I am speculating that that 
would be a real underlying motive here. If that is not the way 
that the analysis says, we're going to give a net boost, and 
economic activity, but keep the level of logging the same. How 
is that going to happen? 

Chris French: 00:29:53 Excellent. I'll ask Christine to help me here on a few of these, 
but yeah. The overall level of timber harvest will remain 
constrained by the Forest Plan inconsistently. By adding 
different areas, you can have spans that may have greater 
economic benefit. There could be less pieces that fall out and 
things like that. But if you look at the analysis, the real driver on 
the economic benefit was less to do with the timber side of 
things. It was more about the other pieces that the state 
petitions spoke to, and the input that we had. That's a part that 
hasn't really come out in today's meeting. The Roadless Rule 
has some exceptions for the times we can cut timber or even 
build roads. 
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Chris French: 00:30:51 The ability for you to do some of those activities, other than 
timber sales, are one of the prime reasons that folks asked us to 
look at this type of [inaudible 00:31:02]. It is perceived as any ... 
It creates some economic barrier, the process that we use for 
allowing some of those exceptions. What I mean by that is 
you're asking for us to basically access your memo right, which 
is allowed under the [inaudible 00:31:23]. We want to combine 
a memo right that you have. The exception is that you have to 
go through a separate analysis first that looks at how you do 
that. Then, you go through a subsequent NECO analysis that we 
would have to do anyway. 

Chris French: 00:31:35 That extra analysis adds time, cost, and burden to the folks 
accessing the memo [inaudible 00:31:41], as an example. And 
because we are managing those roadless characteristics we 
talked about, the way that we would provide you access to that 
may be not cost-effective in your view. We may be providing 
helicopter access, boat access, or a road access that is not the 
most [inaudible 00:32:03]. That's one example of the things that 
we've heard, and you'll see in the analysis that looks at these 
other cost factors beyond timber that are brought forward in 
the real thing. Do you want to add anything to that? 

Male Speaker: 00:32:19 [inaudible 00:32:19]. 

Chris French: 00:32:20 Yeah, so the other thing about it is when you think about when 
the Roadless Rule was written, 2001. Things have changed, and 
some of those exceptions are conclusive of some things that we 
have now. There's one example is geothermal energy. That 
wouldn't be listed as an exception. Whereas, hydro is but not 
explicitly is because it falls under another statute, and we have 
an exception there. There's these weird faces of when 
communities or folks that are trying to access different pieces, it 
adds a layer of process for a prohibition that doesn't allow it 
and is seen as an economic barrier. That's the piece that's really 
playing out [inaudible 00:33:03]. 

Adam Mince: 00:33:06 I'm just following up real quick. Does that mean that you can 
expect high grade timber stands to be targeted increasingly 
because of the [inaudible 00:33:17] Roadless Rule where there 
will be no effect, and they'll still be protected because they are 
now? 
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Chris French: 00:33:22 The overlying regulatory framework for timber harvest is the 
Forest Plan. The Forest Plan in 2016 sets out a transition period. 
It goes from old road logging to young road logging. Over a 
course of 15 years, we are supposed to transition all the logging 
on the Tongass from a portion of it being young growth and a 
portion of it being old growth towards it being young growth. 
That was why we revised the plan actually in 2016. This came 
from, at the time, the secretarial memorandum from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, Vilsack. That plan was re-written to 
that transition, the transition away from old road logging to 
second growth. That transition remains in effect, and the entire 
regulatory framework around that remains in effect. What this 
does do is it changes some of the suitable acres within that 
where you could harvest, but that overall transition to young 
growth remains in effect. 

Adam Mince: 00:34:27 Is that a yes? 

Chris French: 00:34:34 No, it's not. It's not a yes. In the short-term, you would be able 
to access different stands. Some of them may be more 
economic than others, but the question you had to me was is 
that going to be driving? Are you going to go to these stands? 
The overall framework doesn't change. There are existing old 
road stands that you could, on the existing framework, access 
them. 

Chris French: 00:35:00 If you look at the overall old road in the Tongass, it's a much 
higher number that you step down to get to this. We could go 
through this, and we're going to talk about how [inaudible 
00:35:10]. I could step you through how many millions of acres 
of old growth there are, what's actually ... There's about 
386,000 in the plan about [inaudible 00:35:22] now. But that's 
over 100 years. That's something we could get into a much 
deeper conversation. I'm not sure how we're doing on time. We 
got about a half hour left. I want to make sure we get questions 
in, and I want to be respectful of everybody's time. We're going 
to have a pretty hard stop here in just about a half hour. 

Male Speaker: 00:35:46 Right here. 

Chris French: 00:35:50 Or back here first. Thank you. 
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Pat P.: 00:35:51 Yes. My name is Pat [Pinchel 00:35:52], and I'm from Arlington, 
Virginia, which is pretty far away from this area. I know I speak 
for many people who were not hearing everyone's voices on the 
East Coast, but I want to say a lot of us on the East Coast care 
deeply about what happens on the West Coast in these forests. 
We do not want growths in those forests. Thank you. 

Chris French: 00:36:15 Thank you. Thanks you. 

Katie Riley: 00:36:16 Hi. My name is Katie Riley. I'm from Sitka, Alaska. I work at the 
Sitka Conservation Society, and also as a commercial timber 
woman during the summer. I'm also part of a unique network in 
Southeast Alaska called the Sustainable Southeast Partnership. 
It's a collaborative effort between Alaska native tribes, regional 
Alaska native corporations, municipalities, community 
development organizations, conservation organizations, health 
consortiums, landowners such as yourself to achieve regional 
economic ecological and cultural prosperity. 

Katie Riley: 00:36:52 What we're hearing a lot here tonight is a lot of concerns about 
the Roadless Rule, and there's a broad perception across all of 
East Alaska that it's really frustrating and taking up a lot of 
people's energy, time, and investments. Speaking to the 
economic points that some folks have made here tonight, I 
would like to know what Forest Service is doing in Southeast to 
invest in visitor industry, repair, or recreation infrastructure, 
rehabilitate degraded salmon habitat, and especially invest in 
co-management approaches with the tribal governments. 

Chris French: 00:37:31 Thanks. I'm going to have a talk with [inaudible 00:37:35], and 
my role, we have a regional forester, and forest supervisors, and 
district rangers that take on specifics. I know you're aware of 
that. I'm not talking about [inaudible 00:37:45]. As an agency, 
there's a few things that are key that we focus on in our mission 
delivery that are part of the 2016 Forest Plan and part of 
management in Tongass. The first one I'll start with is our 
Watershed Condition Framework. Looking at watersheds that 
need to be restored, protected, or key habitats, fisheries 
habitat. 

Chris French: 00:38:12 If you look at the work we are doing in Alaska, there's a lot of 
focus where we're putting resources and money into that 
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restoration work, working through partnerships with non-
governmental organizations about how we do that work. I can't 
give you all the specifics. I just don't have that at my fingertips. 
What I can say also though is that on the focus on recreation, 
which was another piece that we filled out, as an agency, we 
see recreation as the biggest driver of either people's 
connection with lands that we're seeing growing, or low 
[inaudible 00:38:50] GEP jobs that are being provided to those 
areas. We see that kind of across the system. 

Chris French: 00:38:58 In our agency, one of the things that we struggled with is that as 
the fire situation in the West has really changed. The budget 
that we spend on fire has grown exponentially. 15 years ago, 
26% of our budget went to suppressing fires. Now, it's between 
50 and 60%. We've seen a decline. Our budgets have remained 
stable, but we have seen a decline in other parts of our ability to 
deliver other parts of our mission. We get stable funding and 
recreation that I consistently see and hear that because of the 
fire piece that we're putting less and less in the field. We're 
relying more and more on partnerships, more and more on folks 
that are helping us do that work. It is a constant feedback that 
we hear that we need to do more. It's bringing work to us. I 
can't talk about the specifics in Alaska, but I can talk about it 
[inaudible 00:40:06]. Let's just do a few more. Then, we're going 
to break up and be in [crosstalk 00:40:09]. 

Osprey Orielle Lake: 00:40:08 I would just like to follow up by saying that there's a lot of 
support for the work that you're doing in Southeast Alaska on 
these really important initiatives, and we look forward to your 
continued investment in them, and working with you to make 
sure that those objectives are accomplished. 

Chris French: 00:40:22 Thank you. 

Marina Anderson: 00:40:27 Thank you. I'll defer to Mr. Joe Jackson, if that's okay. 

Joel Jackson: 00:40:30 I think I’ll stand up, getting too sore here. I'll turnaround, 
[inaudible 00:40:44]. 

Female Speaker: 00:40:46 [inaudible 00:40:46]. 
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Joel Jackson: 00:40:49 As you all know, we drive a long ways to come down here 
because it's so important to our communities on the protecting 
our home lands that our ancestors have spent over 10,000 
years. The stories I've heard growing is that we've always been 
on those lands. We are the people with land. When this thing 
came up again, Secretary Purdue came up to Alaska, he visited 
Prince of Wales island. He met with logging and mill operators 
there on Prince of Wales Island. We had to learn about it 
through social media. As being tribes of Alaska, we felt very 
disrespected that he came upon our land without announcing 
himself to the tribes of the Tongass. Very disrespectful to not 
even say, "I'm here in Alaska. I would like to meet with you to 
get your opinion." 

Joel Jackson: 00:42:25 That's when I knew where this thing was going. I just had lack of 
respect for the people of that land, our land. The Forest Service 
gave us lip service all the time over almost a year. I'm done. I 
tried to be respectful. I tried to be nice. That's got to come to an 
end. You can only push people so far. It's my duty, as the Tribal 
President, to protect my people, to speak up for. A lot of people 
don't like that, but I don't care. I don't care. Enough is enough. 
That's what our old people used to tell us, and that's where 
we're at now. I'd like express my thanks for you for coming and 
letting me speak, but you can pass that message on to Sonny 
Purdue. We did it for safety. Others are barely coming upon our 
lands, and not announcing himself. Very disrespectful to the 
native people. That should never happen, never. If you want to 
come to our lands and provide meaningful consultation, have 
him come. Have him come. Thank you. 

Joel Jackson: 00:44:53 Hey, so I'm just going to add onto the subject of economic 
benefits as this that we're going to come along with the changes 
to this, ostensibly, is that in this conversation, I think to myself, 
and I think a lot of people would agree that the discussion about 
alleged economic benefits is dangerously short-sighted. I want 
to say that in terms of, we're talking about what the 
overwhelming consensus is of about the importance of these 
trees at sequestering carbon, and just like the evidence is 
undeniable about the effects of ... the effects [inaudible 
00:45:38] and worse. They give like economic benefits like ... 
The argument, and I realize there's a lot of things, I would agree, 
that is not being adamantly counterbalanced with, in the new 
future, the fact those the short-term benefits are going to be 
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vastly outweighed of economic and by non-economic 
qualifications is not at all the justification. I think that ... I just 
wanted to say that in the long run, we looked at and saying 
what were we thinking, what, I can't believe they think that ... 
Yeah. 

Chris French: 00:46:13 Thank you. 

Hillary: 00:46:23 Hi. My name is Hillary, and I cannot possibly mimic all the 
brilliant comments that I think I've heard here today. First, I'd 
like to say thank you to the many representatives that we have 
here. I know I've taken similar trips from Alaska to here, and I 
know that it's not a short journey whatsoever. I believe that's 
really important to hear your voices, especially people from the 
lower 48. You might not know about that. Thank you all for 
being here and speaking here today. I would like to just, for a 
second, refresh all of our memories of what the mission is of the 
Forest Service, just to really [inaudible 00:47:09]. To sustain the 
health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's forest and 
grassland to meet the needs of the present and future 
generations. It's motto is caring for the land and serving people. 
Really quickly, with that mission statement, I just [inaudible 
00:47:27] potentially will memorize. I'd just like to touch on a 
few things. 

Hillary: 00:47:33 First of all, I hope that you feel that the Forest Service is 
respecting the future needs and generations, and the present 
needs of the native people. Because I think it was very 
eloquently discussed much better than I could ever do, long 
before there was the Forest Service, long before there was 
national parks, long before there was even Alaska being a state, 
which only happened in 1939. These people were living on 
those lands. I think the United States has had a very long history 
of taking advantage of natives, especially Native Americans. 

Hillary: 00:48:10 I think most of us in this room would consider maybe that time 
should be passed down, and maybe we should be respecting, 
listening, and going to those places, and hearing their voices, 
and giving them better representation, which they deserved 
since the creation of the United States. Just knowing a little bit 
about these islands and all that stuff, I really hope but I'm sad to 
hear that when the secretary came, he didn't necessarily meet 
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with the native peoples. Maybe I just heard that. Because I feel 
like that's probably the most important voices that you've 
heard. I know it's difficult to get to some of those areas, so a lot 
of stuff. There's Alaska. You obviously can only get on a flight 
plane, or on a little tiny boat. It's [inaudible 00:49:05], and it 
might be cold. Especially right now. 

Hillary: 00:49:08 But I still feel like that we need to make sure that the Forest 
Service is coming to meet those people. Not those people flying 
down here to meet me, or wherever they need to go, to meet 
the foresters to talk about their land. That's ridiculous to me. 
The Forest Service is here to help people. But it's here to, as we 
said, go back to the mission statement. [inaudible 00:49:34]. 
Health, diversity, productivity of the nation's forests to meet the 
needs of present and future generations, caring for the land and 
serving people. I feel like serving people is you guys going out to 
these native villages and going door-to-door, not coming here 
to DC. Although, it's lovely, and I'm glad that we've had this 
forum. 

Hillary: 00:49:56 Secondly, and I would just like to take a minute to discuss the 
salmon, just hedge on that for a little bit. I appreciate that we 
had some salmon representatives. I agree that trees are more 
important, but I was working as a salmon fishermen this past 
summer. I looked at all of the numbers from when my fishery 
started sustainable fishing in 1991. You can definitely see that 
there is a decrease in the salmon numbers. I've seen it for 
myself. I ran the numbers myself. If I see that, on the other side 
of Alaska, I will say, what do we possibly see in a native forest, 
in these native villages. It probably looks completely even more 
devastated than the number two forest right in the world, 
where I was living, inland. I feel like I saw just a tiny corner of 
what the actual reality is. 

Hillary: 00:50:54 Then, finally, I just want to re-emphasize how important I feel 
like ecotourism is to Southeast Alaska especially. I think we all 
know about the cruise lines that go from Ketchikan, et cetera. I 
have to say that lots of people, their dream, that I've met, they 
used to go to Alaska. When you go to Alaska, what you find is a 
lot of old people from the lower 48. Why do you find old people 
from the lower 48? Because Alaska is expensive. When you talk 
to these people, they say, my dream my whole life has been to 
go to Alaska, but I was never able to afford it. When they go, 
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there's all these cruise ships, which I'm sure help the local 
economy. 

Hillary: 00:51:36 But I really feel that if you go on a cruise ship and you spend 
$6,000 on a ticket, and then you get there, and there's a lot at 
the station, what does that say? Are you opening up their land? 
Who are you opening up their lands for? It doesn't make sense 
to me. I especially wanted to say this because I had the 
opportunity to sail on a 32 foot boat from Port Angeles, 
Washington up to Ketchikan to Petersburg, and then up to 
Juneau. I saw those lands firsthand. This was three years ago. I 
went places where I thought no one had ever seen before, 
which is not true. But that's how you felt, and I felt such a great 
connection to the forest. I can't imagine being there when 
logging roads are being open. It completely boggles my mind, 
and it's sad, I think. 

Hillary: 00:52:32 I don't have a question. I just wanted to make a comment and 
make a personal statement about how I felt about it, and I hope 
that the natives know at least that there is a lot of support in 
the lower 48. It might be few and far between and not 
everyone, obviously, is here at this forum. But you do have 
support, and you do have people that have your back and are 
listening to you and feel terrible about how Native Americans 
have been treated for the entire history of the United States. 
Thank you very much, especially, you all for being here today. I 
appreciate it. Thank you. 

Female Speaker: 00:53:15 [inaudible 00:53:15]. 

Chris French: 00:53:16 Thank you for the comment. I'll just share a couple of things. 
We get a variety of things. What it means before this, what it 
means now in communities, and we've held hearings. We have 
ongoing consultation that's been going on for quite a while, and 
we've offered a cooperating agency status. What I want to be 
clear about is what I've heard through this last process from 
those folks. Because your concern is are you going at this. We 
did go to [inaudible 00:53:59]. We did go to those communities 
and not just [inaudible 00:54:04]. 

Chris French: 00:54:05 What I've clearly heard for many years is that some of that 
didn't work well and that the final preferred alternative that 
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came out feels like the work that they did do with us leading up 
to that wasn't heard. I've heard that very loud and clear. But I 
want to be clear that there's been a lot that we've done to get 
those voices into this. That's very important to us in our practice 
as an agency that I take very seriously. It isn't me. Many of the 
leaders meet, and that this preferred alternative went out 
doesn't feel like they were heard. 

Chris French: 00:54:55 On the ecotourism piece, absolutely correct. We spend a lot of 
time actually talking with, working with, and understanding how 
those other guys in cruise ships, not just the big ones but the 
small ones, on a cruise, things like that, where they're going, 
what's important, and how this will affect you. If we look at 
some of the maps, we see how those things were taken into 
consideration. I've also heard from some of them, as well as 
some of the fishermen that that work they did that they don't 
necessarily get booked, and I understand. I appreciate the 
comment. We're going to finish up here. Is there anyone that 
wanted to speak that hasn't? Can I, I think ... 

Marina Anderson: 00:55:45 I actually was given the microphone, so I would appreciate this 
time because I have traveled across the entire country, missed 
my entire hunting season, missed my salmon season, missed my 
various season. First of all, is this being reported, as publicly for 
the secretary? Yes or no? No. Okay. I have the recording. I'll 
send it to you. Second of all, while we're in this, I would like to 
let everybody know here that the United States Forest Service 
has burnt down our villages, to show that there was no 
evidence of indigenous people in our area. We're still trying to 
get those areas back, so that's for the record. 

Marina Anderson: 00:56:25 Also, I would like to inform everybody that the under secretary, 
himself, said that the process of the DEIS did not go the way it 
should, and that's from the under secretary, himself. I'm trying 
to be quick here. Unfortunately, you've limited my time, and I 
don't know what I'm going to do with the rest of my evening 
because I can't go hunting or fishing. Another question, yes or 
no. Is it required to clean up slash in the state of Alaska? 

Chris French: 00:56:52 I don't know. 
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Marina Anderson: 00:56:53 It's not required to cleanup slash in the state of Alaska? How 
long after a clearcut project is done does the Forest Service 
water by the boat? 

Chris French: 00:57:03 I could certainly get people that could answer that specifically, 
but I don't know the answer to that. 

Marina Anderson: 00:57:08 It's right away. It's right after the project just finished. I know 
firsthand. When this happens, these roads are put in place. 
Clearcut lobbying takes place. Mining claims have easier access. 
In the meantime, our forest is devastated and all of these trees 
are dropped. My uncle quit his job logging because they had 
logged over five acres, and they kept 10 trees. The rest are still 
laying there today. I can walk across every single one of those 
logs because they haven't been laying long enough to turn into 
nurse logs. With that, we have had two of the hottest summers 
on record, so hot that I'm considering moving down to 
Antarctica or Washington DC if it's going to keep it this cold. 

Marina Anderson: 00:57:51 With that, fire is a hazard, and I am worried about fires. But the 
fact that these roads are going to have access for fire is 
absolutely ridiculous because they're water guard. I know 
firsthand how dangerous these water guard roads are. If you're 
not familiar with a water guard, a water guard is a trench that 
goes through the road. We still use these roads because these 
roads have been put in place to clearcut the forest, and we have 
to get through the clearcut forest to get to the old growth 
forest. 

Marina Anderson: 00:58:22 We'll drive our cars and our four-wheelers through six foot 
water bars or up on banks, and we'll flip our cars. Some of us 
slide, and some of us get hurt. There's not much law 
enforcement or any medical. There's no hospital on the island 
or anything, but it's okay. We know how to put on a good 
funeral. Yes or no? Does it concern you that in some of the 
hottest summers, or even have you on record, there is dead dry 
wood with no access for fire to get to it, for fire safety to get to 
it? Does it concern you? 

Chris French: 00:58:55 Of course. 
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Marina Anderson: 00:58:57 Thank you. I appreciate your time. Again, I would offer, I know 
that this is very hard for you. I do respect you. I know this is very 
hard for you. You wear the badge. This is your job, but you're 
welcome to quit your job anytime. You're welcome to come to 
the stand. We'll take care of you. You don't have to wear those 
pinchy office clothes. 

Chris French: 00:59:15 Thank you. 

Elizabeth Higgins: 00:59:25 Hello. Thank you for taking another comment before you have 
to end here today. My name is Elizabeth Higgins. I'm lucky 
enough to get to live as a guest on the indigenous lands that the 
United States government calls Juneau, Alaska. I'm not from 
Juneau, Alaska, but I was lucky enough to get the chance to 
start to working out of Sitka on fishing boats in 2005 when I was 
in college. I love the Tongass sports and salmon fishery. There's 
so much that I worked really hard to be able to find ways to get 
a job and be able to move to Juneau permanently starting in 
2012. Salmon is life in Alaska. But Tongass is the best place in 
Alaska as everyone from Southeast knows because of the 
rainforest that it's unique. It's amazing. Just the thought of 
seeing it go away just breaks my heart. But I'm just one person, 
and I have a question that I'd like to being back into this 
conversation you heard in Juneau on November 4th. 

Elizabeth Higgins: 01:00:22 I have not read the entire DEIS. But someone there peaked my 
interest because she asked is it ... She said that she couldn't find 
anywhere in your DEIS where you considered a basic species 
from new roads and any new travel on the lands, and that's 
been a huge issue down south. Is there anything in DEIS about 
endangered species and the risks? 

Chris French: 01:00:47 I don't know at this point. Here's what I'd say. If we're missing it 
and it's not there, and that's a common thing to give us. I mean, 
when we put out a proposal like this, we've done our best. But 
we know that people may disagree with our analysis [inaudible 
01:01:08] to collisions that we may have analyzed some things 
that you didn't think we should have, or maybe gaps. That 
would be a good thing to point out in this [inaudible 01:01:15]. 

Elizabeth Higgins: 01:01:15 Thank you for that. I think you've answered my second 
question, which is no work has been done on that between 
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November 4th and now. Are you guys waiting to do updates 
until after the end of the comment group? 

Chris French: 01:01:28 Yeah. Yeah, after the end of the comment period and other 
input that we get. Frankly, we've been kind of going from 
community to community talking. 

Elizabeth Higgins: 01:01:36 Thank you, again, for your time. I'm not sure if everyone would 
agree with this, but I think one small step you can make is that 
the rest of your meetings, you might consider taking indigenous 
comments first. Thank you. 

Chris French: 01:01:47 [inaudible 01:01:47]. 

Speaker 19: 01:01:49 I have one very quick question [inaudible 01:01:52]. Did the 
meeting between Governor Dunleavy and President Trump on 
June 27th influence the decision to make a full exemption your 
preferred alternative? 

Chris French: 01:02:05 I don't have firsthand knowledge of that. I know the secretary 
talks to the president, and I know what's been reported in 
Washington DC. 

Speaker 19: 01:02:14 Then, the other question is why are there no meetings 
scheduled in the lower 48 besides this one when these are 
public lands that all America is clearly interested in protecting? 

Chris French: 01:02:27 Thank you. We, if you look at our other statewide, our state 
rules rule-making, we're following a very similar process where 
we focus most of our public meetings in those local areas is 
consistent with the way we approach most of our rule-makings. 
We're following the same process we do at the beginning of 
this. Any last questions? Then, I think we're going to go ahead 
and thank you for your time tonight. 

Joshua Hicks: 01:02:51 I need to get the last word. 

Chris French: 01:02:51 It's okay. 

Joshua Hicks: 01:02:52 [inaudible 01:02:52] me. Your slideshow, there's a slide in there 
that one with the matrix where you say, "There's no impacts." 
Like there's no distinction between any of the different 
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alternatives. That slide is infuriating. It was all I could do not to 
chime in and interrupt you. Mr. Finch, one of the things that you 
were saying is no big deal here because we have the Forest 
Plan. The Forest Plan has everything that we need, and it's a 
backstop. But you can amend the Forest Plan. You just change 
it. Why are we glossing that over? Yeah, you're getting rid of the 
Roadless Rule, but you do a logging project, you get public 
comment, change the plan, and then, boom. Logging projects 
happen just like that, so why are we glossing over the fact that 
you can just choose the Forest Plan? 

Chris French: 01:03:45 Thanks. I'm not. In fact, amending and changing the Forest Plan 
and revising it is a very long process. You can revise and change 
a rule, which is what's happening here. You can revise and 
change a plan. If you look at the process that we have for 
changing plans, it's guided by another one, the 2012 Planning 
Rule. That rules states that it should be a three to four year 
process. It takes us much longer most times. You look at our 
record of plans we've revised. Most of our plans stay in place 
for more than 20 years, and it takes us a way long time to 
actually these. There is massive amounts of public comment, 
collaboration, and engagement that occurs in that process. That 
rule was founded on the idea that at all stages whether you're 
assessing what's going on in the forest, what needs to change, 
analyzing it, and giving the final sort of options, it is centered 
around the idea of doing that, and it handles the public, and 
that process going forward. We're not glossing over it. 

Speaker 21: 01:04:57 I have [inaudible 01:04:58] the end process is only going to take 
12 months to read through the whole Roadless Rules and plan 
the Tongass. 

Chris French: 01:05:04 I'm telling you about our Forest Planning process. Yes, 
administrative rules, and if it takes you [inaudible 01:05:13] 
amounts of time, and it's a different set of rules, like this. I 
mean, the original Roadless Rule was promulgated for 13 
months in 2001, 13 months. This is more of a two year process. I 
can tell you that amending and revising a Forest Plan is a much 
longer process. You can look at any of our record on it. In fact, 
we get criticized on how long it takes us to do those things. I 
hear you. I get it, and I'd love to sit down and talk with you for a 
minute about that. But it's not just like you can change 
something like that. You just can't. Thank you for your time 
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today. I appreciate the passion. I appreciate all of you that 
traveled here to be here today, and I encourage you to 
comment. I encourage you to speak up about your views. Let us 
know what they are. I appreciate the time that you've spent 
with us today running through what happens. Thank you very 
much. 
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Hillary Sanders  
Membership and Engagement Manager, Washington Wild  
 
Thank you all, everyone so much for coming to the community public meeting to support 
our roadless forests. I want to start today by acknowledging the land that we're 
gathering on today. We are in Coast Salish territory and for me personally, I know it's 
been really important to be mindful of the land where I am, where I live, where I work, 
and where I come together with my community. So, I would really encourage us as we 
move through today, and every day really, that we be mindful of that and know our place 
or know where we are in the world and know that history and work and to understand it 
every day.  
 
Next, I want to go over some event logistics and thank you for just taking that moment 
with me to remember where we are and the significance of that. 
 
So, everyone who came in today, if you could please sign in. I think pretty much 
everyone did, but there's a sign in table just right outside as well as a sign up for 
speaking. So, if you would like to make a two-minute statement today, there is a signup 
sheet for that as well. Please feel welcome to sign up for that. Please also continue to 
help yourself to food. We have donuts, coffee, water, and then we also had an amazing 
contribution of some salmon from up in the Tongass region.  So thank you so much for 
that. Restrooms are just right outside these doors in to the right and if you look at the 
table just right over here, that is our comment writing tables. So, if you would like to 
submit a postcard, we have postcards you can fill out and drop in the box as well as 
paper pencils and markers for writing your own comments or drawing a picture. So 
please feel free to grab those things and grab a clipboard and go and sit down and work 
on that. Parking validation just to be clear is free for three hours today but if you wants 
to stay longer there is a parking validation station just right over there by the postcard 
Dropbox. So please feel free to do that as you leave. So I would like to pass it off to the 
executive director of Washington wild Tom Uniack 
 
So I wanted to just welcome everybody. I see a lot of familiar faces. I see a lot of new 
faces. I know we have some folks here from as far as Alaska. I wanted to introduce our 
first speaker here and recognize this awesome space. It is cool to have this event here. 



REI. REI is a company that has supported public lands and roadless areas over the last 
20 years, whether through conservation Alliance or whether as a company. So, it is really 
appropriate to have this public meeting here. I'm going to interview Mark Berejka who is 
the Director of Government Affairs at REI and is also the Chair of the REI foundation.  
 
Marc Berejka 
Director of Government Affairs, REI 
 

Thanks Tom. And thanks folks for dedicating some of your Saturday to not just coming to 
the co-op but coming here to discuss an important subject. And if you're a member, I 
really appreciate your membership. This is your, this is your room, this is your space. 
And as Tom said, we're very proud of our heritage of supporting conservation. And so, 
your continued membership allows us to do things like what we're doing today. It’s a 
privilege and honor to pause and welcome our keynote presenter and our special guest 
Senator Maria Cantwell. As all of you are very much aware, we live in interesting times. I 
like to sort of think of the times we live in as at an inflection point where life is bending 
either one way or the other, either upward or downward. 
 

And there are many things that put us in that inflection mode, the state of our 
democracy, the state of civility, and obviously the state of our planet, of our 
environment. And as Washingtonians we couldn't be luckier than to have a leader in the 
Senate, Maria Cantwell, who's got her hands firmly on that collective steering wheel of 
the ship of state. And she has got a tenacious grip, and working with her over the course 
of years, I know that she is constantly pulling on that steering wheel and bending it 
towards environmental protection, bending it towards, environmental justice and the 
things that we care for so deeply. In particular she's been a tenacious defender of the 
Tongass, which we'll talk about more. But you know, one of the things also about 
steering the ship of state, if you will, is every now and then to accommodate the waves 
and the currents you give a little bit and then turn back. 
 

She's also a tremendous deal maker, a tremendous producer of output legislatively. And 
nothing could be more emblematic of that than the fact that she and Lisa Murkowski 
who might not agree on this particular issue today, they were dogging champions of a 
landmark public lands package that passed just earlier this year and that was signed into 
law by president Trump. It includes things like a national heritage area for the 
mountains to sound Greenway just here down the road and over the mountains as well 
as permanent authorization of the land and water conservation fund. And so, while 
simultaneously gripping that steering wheel on the ship of state really hard and pushing 
it towards the things we care about, it's wonderful to also have somebody who knows 
when to jostle them, just ever so slightly to get work done. So, without any further ado, 
it's an honor for REI co-op to welcome Senator Cantwell here. Thank you. 
 

The Honorable Maria Cantwell  
U.S. Senator (D-WA) 



 

You could have gotten me here today to just by saying it's the half yearly, sale or 
whatever, whatever it is or anything. Actually, I could've just gotten me down to REI, but 
thank you so much for hosting us and thanks for having this room so we can have 
community and talk about what's important. And I want to thank Tom as well. Thank 
you for helping to put this together and for everybody for just showing up. I want to 
thank you from the bottom of my heart for caring about preserving such a special place 
on this planet and the fact that you're here today. I know you're going to give Testament 
to this in so many other places besides here today and that's what we need to be 
successful. I guarantee you in the future you can change a law, but you cannot change 
this if it's disturbed. 
 

And that's what we're fighting for. So it's an honor to be here today and to talk about the 
roadless rule at large and how it applies to the Tongass specifically. You know, I came to 
the United States Senate in the year 2000 and was actually sworn in in 2001 and one of 
my first duties was to go before the judiciary sit on the judiciary committee for the uh, 
then uh, nominated attorney general John Ashcroft. And um, that was literally like my 
first week on the job. And I asked the attorney general a very important question. I said, 
you're going to be the attorney general for a new administration, but as attorney general, 
are you going to uphold the law of a past administrations administrative procedures act 
specifically the roadless rule? And John Ashcroft said “well, if it is the force of law, I will 
uphold it.” 
 

And you know, we didn't really like that question because as now I've come to know 
quite well, if you have an administrative law from a previous administration, it is good 
for so many days into the next administration unless you overturn it. Now we've been 
able to stop a couple of bad policies that way. On the democratic side of the aisle. And 
now we have to work hard every single day at stopping bad ideas. But as the Bush 
administration got underway, we saw that every Friday afternoon they would just by 
executive order roll back rules and say they didn't apply and we heard rumor that they 
were going to do the same for the Clinton roadless area rule. So we had a little Ted OD 
Ted with the attorney general and we said, do you remember this discussion? Do you 
remember your testimony? Because you clearly said you would uphold the law if in fact 
it was the law and by that time it was the law and if you're not going to do it, you are 
basically going back on your own sworn testimony before the United States Senate. So 
guess what, there was no Friday afternoon support. Surprise in the Clinton rule stayed. 
So the good news is and why we're here today is because the roadless rule has been a 
fight every step of the way. It’s common sense. Let me tell you, it is so common sense. All 
the rule is rule says is if you have parts of the forest where you don't have roads now or 
don't make sense to have roads, why go build roads? That's all it says and when you have 
other parts of our fours that definitely have roads that need repair or need 
improvement, the fact that we would go spend money in other areas that don't make 
economic sense is just a really horrific idea. It's not good for the taxpayers. So we've 
been successful with the roadless rule and getting it implemented and keeping the 



roadless rule, but now we have administration who wants to roll it back as it relates to 
literally, literally what is the crown jewel of our forest land, I would say across the globe 
and that is why today we're holding this hearing because they're not listening. 
 

They won't give us an official hearing to discuss this policy and this issue. So we're 
having a hearing right here today in Seattle, Washington, and we're going to hear from 
people, we're going to hear from fishermen in Alaska who are going to tell us about why 
the importance of these waters and the Tongass are so important to salmon. We're going 
to hear from other people, give testimony about why these forests are so important to 
our climate and to our ecosystem at large. And I'm sure we're going to hear from 
Alaskans who are here, here in Seattle to make sure their voice is heard on this issue. So 
I just want you to know that I so, so appreciate. I've never even been to the Tongass. 
Okay. But as Barbara boxer said one day, this is another battle. You know, people have 
very deceptive battles. 
 

We were fighting to preserve the Arctic wildlife refuge and a very famous photographer, 
basically had taken pictures of the Tongass and even though they were supposed to be at 
a national museum, somebody had stuffed him in the basement of the museum because 
they didn't want anybody to see how beautiful. And Barbara boxer took to the floor and 
started yelling about the fact that these pictures had been shoved into the basement. And 
somebody said to her, well, have you ever been to the Arctic? And she said, no, but I 
never been to the Grand Canyon either. But I can tell you this, I'm darn glad we've 
preserved it. 
 

What we see here is the immense beauty of the Tongass that not everybody gets to go 
enjoy every day, but I guarantee you is a crown jewel of our forests. And that is why it is 
so important to preserve. So what is really now an end run attempt? I just want to say a 
few things about the process because trust me, it's like so many other things from this 
administration, short on morals and very long on trying to circumvent what is illegal. For 
example, in the Clinton era, there were so many hearings. We had 600 public meetings 
and 45 public meetings in the state of Washington alone on the original roadless rule. So 
it was discussed. People had ideas about what was going to happen. Now I have a 
suspicion that somebody landed on a tarmac in Alaska and cooked up this idea and now 
we're sitting here demanding that the critical issues of water and salmon and carbon all 
get addressed instead of like leaving this to a last minute decision by the administration. 
 

I know that people here will talk as our fishermen are here, that a full quarter of West 
coast salmon catches come from the waters of the Tongass, that's 50 million salmon. 
This is clearly a land that we rely on in Puget Sound and throughout this area and we 
deserve to have people understand that in the future, our preservation of this is about 
livelihood for the future. Now I can thank you for mentioning Mark about the land and 
water conservation fund, a bill that Scoop Jackson had authored in the 60s and then 
basically expired and we got permanently reauthorized. Why? Because we need to have 
open space. We need to have open space for lots of reasons. It can be hunting, it can be 



fishing, it can be recreating, it can be spiritual. You know, people always say Washington 
might be one of the least church going populations in the nation. And I say not if you 
count the outdoors, I guarantee you we are the most church going population. 
 

So we’re here today to say that America's largest forest and the world's largest 
remaining intact, temperate rain forest because of its beauty and abundance for clean 
water, carbon sequestration, unmatched recreational and tourism activity opportunities, 
wildlife and habitat is an economic resource for the future too. And just like land and 
water conservation fund, you'll see that the outdoor economy and the value of the 
outdoor economy and what we get from fishing and recreating and clean water and 
carbon sequestration is way more valuable than harvesting a few trees from this area. 
We're going to make this point loud and clear. Thank you for being here today. Thank 
you for giving me a chance to express my voice on such an important policy. And by God, 
you know we have a saying in Washington, environmentalist make great ancestors. I 
guarantee you the world will thank the people in this room if we can save the Tongass 
for us.  
 
Thank you very much. 
 

Joel Brady-Power & Tele Aadsen 
Commercial Fishermen- Alaska 
 

I seek silence, find solace in seclusion, but illusions of isolation can cloud judgment create 
separation where there is none. And so I can sit on this river. Watch it wriggle and wind its 
way down from snowcap peaks, glaciers through old growth forest and Muskegon. Watch its 
current spill out into fjords, sweep across bays and dissolve the ocean. I can lose myself in a 
Ravens song. The winds whisper the waters kiss. I can disappear into this wilderness and I 
can pretend this moment, this place, this piece is separate, is safe. Is eternal. I can pretend 
the minds upstream won't keep coming. I can pretend the timber won't keep falling. I can 
pretend my fishery won’t be affected. From my perch I can't see big Buddhists or the hauling 
trucks. I can't smell the exhaust. I can't hear the primal scream of the chainsaw. I can't taste 
the bitterness of defeat, but my bones know a storm is brewing.  
 
I can tell myself that people will continue to care, that their attention and passion won't 
succumb to distraction and dissolution. I can tell myself the world cares about wild spaces. I 
can tell myself we will learn from the carelessness of our greed. I can stand here on this 
Rocky shore. Listen to the ripple and roar of salmon surging upstream. As the shadows grow 
long, I can feel the sunsets warm, caress on my face and embrace the beauty and serenity of 
this moment. I can ignore the dark clouds on the horizon and I can pretend that just being 
present is enough. But if I'm not willing to leave my tears in this river and pull myself from 
this reverie, if I'm not willing to scream my lungs into this pin, set fire to this page and rise 
from the ashes of apathy to action. If I'm not willing to stand and fight for this river, for the 
salmon for my own life, then the strength of my conviction triples to complicity. Lost in the 
sound of my silence.  



 
My name is Tele. My partner Joel Brady Power and I are both second generation Southeast 
Alaskan commercial fishermen, salmon shoulders. We are Washington residents and we're 
co-owners of the fishing vessel NERCA and NERCA sea frozen salmon. We are two of 
thousands of people who engage in a seasonal Washington to Alaska migration with 
commercial fisheries, tourism and recreation, supporting the economies of both States. As 
children, the Tongass was our playground. As adults, it's our livelihood, our source of refuge 
and inspiration. Its stewardship is our responsibility. Intact, the Tongass is America’s 
salmon forest, irreplaceable habitat for all living creatures, a nature-based counter to 
climate change. We support the no action amendment and the maintenance of the roadless 
rule in the Tongass National Forest. And we thank you for joining us in that 
 
Dennis Tuzinivich 
Environmental Coordinator, Patagonia 
 
My name is Dennis and I am the Environmental Coordinator for Patagonia. Thanks to 
Washington Wild for having us and allowing us to give testimony today. At Patagonia, 
protection and preservation of the environment isn't what we do after hours. It's the 
reason we're in business and it’s every day's work. We believe that the environmental 
crisis has reached a critical tipping point without commitments to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions, defend clean water, and air and divest from extractive industries that 
harm our public lands and waters humankind as a whole will destroy our planet's ability 
to repair itself. We aim to reduce, to use the resources we have to do something about it. 
That's the skewed parodies which elevate industrial concerns or public sentiment and 
environmental health are not only on display all over the country, but nowhere more 
than Alaska. 
 
Spread across a 500 mile long coastal archipelago, the Tongass is one of the last intact 
temperate rainforests in the world. Existing roadless restrictions have been in place for 
two decades and were celebrated as a bipartisan effort, but we continue to pursue to 
clear cut trees, catch too many fish, spray too many chemicals and extract and burn too 
many non-renewable fuels. We diminish the roaming area for wolves and Grizzlies, 
warm the seas to temperatures hostile to humpback whales, and destroy habitat for 
songbirds. We put at risk the beauty and diversity of the world and endanger our own 
lives. Businesses have a critical role to play in protecting the natural systems for which 
we benefit. This goes hand in hand with creating jobs, building more local communities, 
and improving health and prosperity for all. Today, we are here to lend our voice and 
speak loudly for the preservation of the roadless Tongass national forest, which is not 
only one of the greatest gifts we can leave for future generations, is also a critical step 
toward tackling the climate crisis head on before it's too late. Thank you. 
 

Rick Hegdahl 
Pacific Northwest Director, Vet Voice  
 



Thank you all for being here today. Thank you, Senator Cantwell especially for coming to 
speak to the people here. My name is Rick Hegdahl. I am an Iraq war veteran. I retired 
after 24 years in the Navy. I’m also the Pacific Northwest director for the Vet Voice 
Foundation. The Vet Voice Foundation mobilizes veterans to become leaders in our 
nation's democracy through participation in the civic process and the opportunity to 
continue serving their communities by finding a new mission in domestic and foreign 
policy campaigns. Those who serve our country, fought to preserve the American 
freedoms and lifestyles, almost nothing better encapsulates these ideals than the wild 
spaces and ecologically rich lands that have changed little since our country's founding. 
The 2001 National Forest Roadless Rule protected nearly 60 million acres of our last 
remaining old growth forests, intact watersheds and wild rivers. These are 
quintessential American landscapes.  
 
For many veterans who've returned from deployments marked by desperation and 
violent conflict, nature and wildlife can be a critical source of strength and healing. 
That's one reason why Vet Voice Foundation upholds the roadless area protections, 
whether they be in Alaska Tongass National Forest or right here in Washington state. 
The ability to connect with our public lands like roadless areas is essential to the 
American experience and provide important values to veterans. Like so many 
Americans, veterans count on our national forests, roadless areas for fishing, hiking, 
camping, and hunting. Some veterans turn to the outdoors to heal from the trauma of 
war and renew bonds with family members after long deployments. Protecting these 
lands is one way that American can give back to its heroes who have paid such a high 
price for our freedoms. Our parents and grandparents made it possible for Americans to 
enjoy such a strong outdoor heritage. We must continue to protect our roadless forests 
so we can pass this heritage down to our children and grandchildren. Veterans place a 
great deal of value in being outdoors and believe that we need to protect national forest 
roadless areas because they provide families with opportunities to be more active and 
enjoy the outdoors as an alternative to watching TV, playing video games or spending 
time online. Thank you very much. 
 
 
Sara Nelson 
Co-Owner, Fremont Brewing 
 
My name is Sarah Nelson and my husband and I own Fremont brewing, which was 
founded in 2009 here in Seattle. First of all, thank you Washington Wild for convening 
this meeting and thank you. Thank you REI for hosting this. But most of all, most of all 
thank you Senator Cantwell for all of your support for craft beer. No, it's, it's really true. 
She has, she has helped establish a more level playing field between craft beer and 
corporate beer, more importantly, thank you so much for your work on the 
environment, land, and water conservation  
 



I'm on the board of the Brewers Association, which represents 6,000 craft breweries 
across the country. And we always say, no water, no beer. And so obviously protecting 
clean water is an imperative for my industry. It’s important for my business, my industry 
to come out and support the roadless rule and oppose any weakening of that in Alaska or 
anywhere else. So I was invited here to make that really direct economic link because 
that's what lawmakers need to hear. 
 

So here I am representing 6,000 craft breweries, which create a lot of jobs. No water, no 
beer, no forest, no fauna, no flora, no fungi. And it's bigger than beer. It's bigger than my 
industry and it's about nature. Thank you very much. 
 
Brad Throssel 
Chair, WA Council of Trout Unlimited  
 

I want to thank Tom for inviting me to speak here today. My name is Brad Throssel and 
I'm with Trout Unlimited. Those of you who don't know what Trout Unlimited is, we're a 
national organization. We have our headquarters in Washington D C we're also a state 
organization. We do advocacy in Olympia for fish and cold, clean, clear water, and we're 
also a local organization. We have 15 chapters throughout the state and those folks work 
on projects in their areas. I was talking to our representative on the ground up in Alaska 
yesterday and he made it very clear to me. He said, this is not a political issue as far as 
those folks are concerned there. We're not talking R’s and D’s. We're talking to people 
who make their living out of being up there. They guide, they take tourists out, they do 
all kinds of things and that's the lifestyle they've chosen. And that's the lifestyle they 
want to keep. And they don't need roads to do that. In fact, they don't want roads. They 
know that salmon runs are important. They know that wild animals are in charge.  
 
If you backpack, you know, you go into an area like this and you're a visitor there, right? 
It's only what you can put on your back and then you have to leave. You have to go back 
out while the animals can stay there forever. And I, like the Senator, have never been to 
the Tongass, but I found out about two months ago that I'm going to be a grandfather 
and I would really like for my grandchild to be able to go to the Tongass and hike 
someplace that I couldn't go. Thank you. 
 

Heather Bauscher 
Tongass Community Organizer, Sitka Conservation Society 
 
My name is Heather Bauscher. I'm the Tongass Community Organizer for the Sitka 
Conservation Society. I travel all over Southeast Alaska in all the rural communities, 
working on fish habitat issues and working on the Tongass issue right now. I want to 
acknowledge the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people that have cared for the land since 
time immemorial and we're so grateful for that. Not only am I a community organizer, I 
also crew on fishing boats and actually I do a lot of my outreach either on fishing boats 



while I'm crewing or using those methods to get around because we don't have a lot of 
roads. We travel by water. That's how we do it is by boat up there.  
 
So, I wanted to say that's salmon is the lifeblood of Southeast Alaska. It is the thing that 
unites us across the Southeast, that unites us across Alaska and it connects us all across 
the Pacific Northwest. We are all salmon people and we all need to stand together right 
now. The story that the roadless rule impeeds economic development is a flat out lie. 
And this process is a sham. There are provisions for road building for hydro. We did it in 
Sitka. We can have corridors between communities, even infrastructure, even mining. 
Greens Creek mine is in a roadless area. This isn't about the roads at all, and these roads 
aren't gonna help us. It's about what is protected by these areas that are roadless. So 
55% of the Tongass is roadless and that is our remaining stands of old growth and our 
most important salmon watersheds. And these trees are far more valuable kept for 
salmon production, than for being cut for short term gain and shipped overseas. So 
thank you to Senator Cantwell for your leadership because we are not getting the help 
we need from our congressional delegation in Alaska or our governor for that matter. 
And they're all working against us right now. So we are getting more help from you 
down here. And it is so great to see so many people here in Seattle that care about this. 
They're not listening to us and there's only so many of us and the full exemption does 
not reflect what they told us at the beginning of this whole process. And it's not what we 
need for the future of people in Southeast Alaska. So we need all the help that we can get. 
And the hope and the inspiration I see is how folks have been coming together all across 
the region, all across the state, all across the country, the Pacific Northwest on this. And 
we need more people to speak up because there's not enough of us on our own in 
Southeast. So thank you everyone for being here together. Thank you for talking to more 
people about this issue so they realize what's at stake. And we are so grateful to see so 
much love and support here. Thank you. 
 
Rev. Roberta Rominger  
Pastor, Congregational Church of Mercer Island  
 
I'm Roberta Rominger. I'm the pastor of the Congregational Church on Mercer Island. 
Just want to say three simple things. The first is watching these photos is a powerful 
experience, right? And if you're actually there in those places and seeing those things 
with your own eyes and feeling the cold air- it's a powerful thing. I feel a fierce love and I 
just wanted to name that in the context of all sort of legal and other things that we're 
saying just to name that love. Because to me, that's what I know of God. That love is 
where it connects for me, and I feel we've got to protect it. We have to do this. I again 
would like to name that as God's hand on our shoulders or maybe it's God's kick up our 
backside, but we've got to do it. 
 

That's what I know of what it means to be called by God to do something. And what 
people like me always stand up and say at occasions like this is that it's right for us to 



care for creation because it doesn't belong to us. We are stewards, we are caretakers. I 
wanted to acknowledge that we haven't always said that, that religious tradition has a 
lot to answer for because we used to say, “here, God made this for you. Go do what you 
want with it. It's all for you.” We've woken up. It's not how people of faith look at things 
anymore and the responsibility on behalf of that fierce love and in response to that deep 
calling we gotta save this.  
 
Thank you. 
 

Tom Vogl 
CEO, The Mountaineers  
 

Good afternoon everyone. My name is Tom Vogl. I'm the CEO of The Mountaineers. I was 
thinking about Helen Engle, who as some of you know, passed away earlier this year. She 
was a Mountaineer and she was one of the best on the most powerful environmentalists 
in the history of our great state. She passed after 93 years. And I was thinking about 
what would Helen say if she were here today? And I think it's safe to say, those who even 
know Helen, she'd be outranged. She'd be absolutely outraged. And one of the things that 
I've always appreciated about Helen is that she saw the near-term issues, and in this case 
it's the Tongass. It's an issue that is worth fighting for the recreational value, the, the 
impact on salmon, the impact on clean waters, the carbon that is sequestered. Those are 
all really important things for us. 
 

But the thing that I always valued about Helen is that she would take a step back and she 
would see the broader context. And the broader context here is pretty outrageous. The 
Tongass is 17 million acres, and of that 55% of that is roadless. Now it's about 9 million 
acres.  To put that into perspective, 9 million acres is about the size of all the national 
forests here in the state of Washington. So could you imagine the outrage that Helen 
would have and the outrage that we should have over the 9 million acres in the Tongass 
that have protection now because of the roadless rule being attacked. We've got to fight 
this. So I really appreciate you being here. Not only to be a voice for the Tongass, but to 
be a voice for the attack on the climate crisis, the attack on our public lands in general. 
This is like a drip, drip, drip of toxicity by this administration. So this is not just about the 
Tongass, it's about stopping these kinds of attacks and ensuring that we're going to have 
our public lands that are going to be available not only for recreation, but for clean 
water, for our kids, and for salmon habitat. We've got to stop this. Thanks for being here. 
Thanks Senator Cantwell for being here and for REI hosting this event. 
 

Tom O’Keefe  
Pacific Northwest Stewardship Director, American Whitewater  
 

Good afternoon. My name is Tom O'Keefe. I'm that Pacific Northwest Stewardship 
Director for American whitewater. I also serve on the joint policy shop for Outdoor 
Alliance. Our mission is to conserve and restore America's whitewater rivers and to 



enhance opportunities to enjoy them safely. I'm also an aquatic ecologist and I did work 
at the University of Washington for several years and I managed a research program that 
had sites up in the Tongass National Forest, so it's a place I've personally spent a lot of 
time in as a research science scientist and also for outdoor recreation. American 
Whitewater supports alternative one, the no action alternative. We are strongly opposed 
to the preferred alternative that would upend the protections of the roadless rule for 
this place for the paddle sports community. Sea kayaking among the islands and 
coastline of the Tongass National Forest is truly a world-class way to experience the 
Pacific coastal temperate rainforest. While our members are whitewater paddlers, when 
flows drop in summer, many of us become sea kayakers and some of us even paddle all 
the way to Juneau from Seattle through the spectacular landscape. For recreational 
users, the view shed in water quality, the camping experience and the wildlife are all 
spectacular values of this place. All are protected by the roadless rule, and the impacts 
are not adequately addressed in the draft environmental impact statement. American 
Whitewater supports the no action alternative and upholding the roadless rule for this 
place. Thank you. 
 

Joanna Grist 
Land and Water Conservation Fund Coalition  
 

My name is Joanna Grist and I'm here on behalf of the LWCF coalition. This is a great 
opportunity to talk about the importance of connectivity and unfragmented landscapes. 
LWCF, the land and water conservation fund, has been called our nation's greatest 
conservation tool because it's been used for over 50 years to protect, connect, and 
expand our public lands. And this has included many roadless areas. It’s also our best 
tool for consolidating inholdings and making strategic acquisitions. Like roadless areas, 
it works to connect these landscapes and enhance our watersheds. I wanted to thank 
Senator Cantwell, she has been, the single greatest champion of LWCF for the last few 
years. Last week there was a historic vote and some energy and natural resources to 
permanently fund LWCF, and provide full funding of 900 million a year. She also led the 
effort to reauthorize it earlier this year. Thank you very much for this opportunity and 
for your commitment to protecting our roadless areas. Thank you. 
 
Harry Romberg  
Co-Chair, Washington State National Forest Committee, Sierra Club 
 

I'm Harry Romberg. I'm a volunteer but I co-chair the CR clubs, Washington state 
chapter national forest committee and I'm also on the national wilderness and wild 
lands team as one of the key organizers of our annual law public lands lobby week in 
Washington, D C every year where we bring volunteers and others from across the 
country to lobby for our public lands in DC. This past several years we’ve worked for 
codification of the roadless rule because it makes it more difficult for the administration 
to arbitrarily undermine the rules on a whim, such as this administration has been 
doing. Once again, I reiterate that Senator   Cantwell has been a champion on this as she 



has in many other good measures to protect our public lands. 
 

I've been advocating for the roadless role since before President Clinton signed it almost 
20 years ago. I personally gathered four to 500 signatures on comments on the roadless 
rule. That's just a small percentage of the over well over 1 million comments that were 
submitted, which at the time, was the largest number of comments that had been 
submitted on any single administrative rule. The Tongass is our nation's largest national 
forest, and it has over 9 million acres of roadless land, one of the last remaining intact 
ecosystems in the world and the crown jewel of the entire national forest system. As 
such, it is by the best carbon storage value of all the national forests and has undergone 
relatively little logging over the years. Almost all of the forest of the Tongass is old 
growth. So the main purpose of building more roads is to increase logging. So what 
would they really be doing but logging more old growth? Which in this day and age in 
the climate change, that's outrageous. Furthermore, the infrastructure, namely mills and 
jobs processing those logs, is actually diminished over the years. So it seems likely that 
they'll minimally mill those logs so that they can export them overseas. So not only 
where are we logging our old growth forests, we're shipping the logs elsewhere. 
 

There were over 600 public meetings across the country for the original rule and now 
only one outside of Alaska. In reality, nothing has changed over almost 20 years, except 
that perhaps the importance of timber to Alaska’s economy has diminished and the 
value of the intact forest has become even more apparent. Furthermore, the Tongass is 
largely a coastal forest that provides clean water and includes vital salmon habitat. 
That's important to both Alaska and Washington economies. As we know, many salmon 
runs here in Washington depend on Alaskan waters and our fish runs here are declining, 
Further disturbing their habitat through road building and subsequent logging on other 
develop or other development even all the way up in Alaska exacerbates that problem. 
The incredible scenery in Alaska includes much of the magnificent force of the Tongass, 
which is largely a coastal forest and much of that is on islands. The tourism industry now 
includes many thousands of people who cruise to Alaska from right here in Seattle. This 
cruise is actually on the bucket list for many people from around the world and it 
substantially contributes to the economies of both Seattle and many ports in Alaska. I 
actually worked for the cruise industry this last summer for the first time, and I did a 
rough estimate of how many sailings we had and how many passengers approximately 
that I thought we had and I estimated four to 500,000 people cruised out of the port of 
Seattle up into Alaska. But they didn't go up there to see clear cuts and roads 
everywhere. They came up here to see the natural scenery. And many of those people I 
saw were indeed from red States and I even saw a few “Make America Great Again” hats. 
I think the value is obvious. So in closing, the irreplaceable values of the Tongass can't be 
measured in board feet. And this rule ensures that these values are preserved for 
generations to come. The Sierra Club has a longstanding and deep investment in the 
roadless rule and the target is our crown jewel, and we need to seek further protections 
for these public lands. Not rolling back the ones we already have. 



 

Mike Anderson 
Senior Policy Analyst, The Wilderness Society 
 

Hello, my name is Mike Anderson. I'm a Senior Policy Analyst for The Wilderness Society, 
and our organization has been at the forefront of the effort to create the roadless area 
conservation rule back in the late 1990s, and in the defense of the roadless rule during 
the Bush administration. And now under the Trump administration, it's one of our 
organization's top priorities. We are doing all that we can to activate our membership 
across the nation to defend the role of this rule. Senator Cantwell has been one of our 
great champions throughout the defense of the roadless rule, but you should also know 
that Governor Inslee, was when he was in Congress, the sponsor of the house version of 
Senator Cantwell's, roadless area conservation act. We have a very strong political 
support for this rule in this state. Going back some two decades, we have a very strong 
coalition both nationally and in Southeast Alaska working together for protection of the 
Tongass. The Tongass has over 9 million acres of roadless areas and these areas are the 
crown jewel of the nation's national forests. The salmon habitat, the wildlife habitat, the 
forest carbon is nothing short of supportive, and the Trump Administration's efforts to 
exempt the Tongass from this rule is nothing short of outrageous. There's no reason to 
exempt the Tongass. The timber industry is now less than 1% of Southeast Alaska's 
employment compared to 26% in the tourism and commercial fishing industries. 
Furthermore, the Forest Service spends more than $30 million a year subsidizing the 
logging and road building, road building and logging within the Tongass national forest. 
It is the most uneconomic national forest in the nation for a timber production. There's 
no reason for us to be going into the Tongass building more expensive roads. So we are 
strongly supportive of the no action alternative and I appreciate everybody coming 
today and let's fight and win this again. 
 

Marlies Wierenga  
Pacific Northwest Conservation Manager, WildEarth Guardians  
 

Hello everyone. I'm inspired to be among these Washington voices who are standing 
with our neighbors to the North to say we also value clean water, abundant salmon runs 
and wild areas. Roadless areas are the best places that can still provide these treasures 
and they are becoming even more important as refuge areas of cold water, clean air and 
carbon sinks as climate change impacts. Bear down, my name is Marlies Wierenga and 
I’m the Pacific Northwest Conservation Manager at WildEarth Guardians. Like many of 
us here, we work to protect and restore wild places and rivers, wildlife, and the health of 
the American West and we support the no action alternative. I grew up in the desert 
landscape of Southern New Mexico where there were few trees, no salmon and little 
water. When I moved to the Northwest, it seemed like I had landed on a planet of 
abundance, but looking closer and listening, it was apparent that big problems exist. 
 



Salmon are blocked from reaching their spawning grounds by culverts placed under 
roads. Drinking water providers often have to shut off their systems because of too much 
dirt in the water from roads or road landslides. Local, state and federal governments 
along with County stakeholders are spending millions of dollars to fix these problems. 
Yet roadless areas are still the places where the healthiest watersheds can be found 
nationally and nearly 30 million people rely on drinking water from watersheds that 
contain roadless areas. Streams in roadless watersheds have less sediment and better 
habitat than roaded watersheds. Wildfire caused by humans is almost five times less 
likely to occur in roadless areas and the Forest Service, Park Service and Fish and 
Wildlife Service should recognize that protecting and connecting roadless areas is an 
important action to enhance climate change adaptation. This is why the roadless rule 
needs to continue to protect the Tongass. I did not live in Alaska, but I value roadless 
areas in my own state as our neighbors do up North. Not only does this attack threaten 
clean water and habitat for salmon, but it sets a bad precedent that could lead to logging 
and road construction in remote wild forest areas across the nation. I urge the Forest 
Service to keep roadless protections in place and choose the no action alternative. Thank 
you. 
 

Mitch Friedman  
Director, Conservation Northwest 
 
I am Mitchell Friedman. I direct Conservation Northwest. Been working for about 35 
years to protect our wild areas, and I guess what I'll add is memories of the battle 
because it was a hell of a battle. Rolling back roadless protections in the Tongass or 
anywhere makes no sense policy-wise. Logging these areas made no sense. Even in the 
80s, some of us can remember when we would go to our favorite places and they 
wouldn't be there anymore and the battles we had to go through and the arguments we 
had to make to get to this point. Congressman, Norm Dicks was the first to offer a writer 
appropriations bill, a restriction on logging roadless areas, and as a congressman from 
timber country. 
 

These were the transitions we had to go through to get to the point that we're at now 
where we take these things for granted that the places we love will still be there and that 
we'll be moving forward not backwards. I can tell you that things feel different in timber 
country these days. We don't battle now over logging big trees or wild areas. We instead 
work together on rational policy and forestry that’s often improving the stands. We now 
have in the Northwest, just a fraction of the timber mills that we had 30 years ago. Yet 
we process more timber in fewer mills than we did in the vast number of mills in the old 
days because of automation. Back before the roadless rule, all that was logged out of the 
Tongass was not just below cost, but it was being shipped off as pulp overseas to foreign 
markets and these days when you could log the rest of these forests and not generate 
jobs or economic benefits, there's no reason to do these things other than carrying on 
old political vendettas. We have to get past this. We have to protect our wild areas. Let's 



come together. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Donna Osseward 
President, Olympic Park Associates 
 

Hello. I'm Donna Osseward, President of the Olympic Park Associates. We appreciate this 
opportunity to say a few words regarding the value of American roadless areas. OPA 
argues that the recently proposed USDA Alaska roadless rule would remove protections 
on watersheds and from the road building and timber cutting in the Tongass. The result 
would erode the 2001 roadless rule. OPA supports the EIS alternative one which would 
take no action and will leave all of Alaska under the 2001 roadless rule. OPA argues that 
this DIS would erode the protections in the 2000 roadless rule and set precedents 
detrimental to all national forests. Too often we as humans just disrespect the 
importance of nature to our welfare. As individuals, we take joy in hiking, fishing, 
climbing in these areas. However often we don't think of the value these areas bring to 
our lives, even if we don't set a foot into them. They provide the gifts of cleaner air and 
water, a place for animals far better than a zoo, a place where nature works mostly 
according to its nature, its creator’s rules, thereby for providing a diversity of plants, fish 
and animals that can come from a place not weeded by humans.  
 
They are laboratories for us to learn the processes that provide for our welfare. They are 
libraries holding that area's natural collection of plants and animals. Here we find 
nature's storehouse of genes. When a wild area is large enough, it contains the species of 
plants and animals that make up the natural sustainable ecosystem of an area. Each area 
is special because of its unique mix of climate, plants and animals. Each one adds to the 
variety that diversifies our lives. Most of our medicines come from nature found around 
the world. A few examples- the bark of the Pacific Yew becoming a valuable cancer 
treatment. Aspirin comes from the Willow. Penicillin was created by a fungus. Nature 
has performed 40 billion years of clinical trials and making these another cure is 
possible. We must avoid the tendency to assume we now know all we need to know. 
Wildlands make our earth livable. Native vegetation pulls pollution from the air and 
water. Its soils and plants filter rainwater, trees and vegetation, and sequester carbon by 



using it, trading the carbon dioxide in the air with the oxygen we need. Undisturbed 
earth protects the carbon reserves lying below and it all helps to reduce global warming, 
oceans rising and ocean acidification. These areas hold the winter snow to slow release 
water in summer for the fish, wildlife, agricultural crops and ourselves. In the middle of 
the 1800s, Thoreau wrote wildness is the preservation of the world today. As we 
continue to learn, we come to understand how right he was daily. Our health depends on 
clean air, water, and an earth capable of producing the resources we need to continue to 
live comfortably on earth. Roadless designation does not lock up an area. It shelters the 
gifts we need for living well. It provides a future for our children and our tendency for 
monoculture. Natural areas, whole genes we may need sooner or later to provide genetic 
help for the plants and animals necessary for sustaining us on a changing earth. We 
humans have taken over and changed much of the world. We must protect ample 
samples of nature to maintain the natural structure that we are a part of. To do 
otherwise is a mistake our children will regret. Our roadless areas are a low-cost 
investment in our future wellbeing. Thank you. 
 
Crystal Garner  
Statewide Engagement Manager, Washington Trails Association 
 

Hi, my name is Crystal Gardner and I'm the Statewide Engagement Manager for 
Washington Trails Association. Washington Trails Association has a 50 year legacy of 
protecting trails. We are supported by more than 15,500 household members and have 
an online community of more than 100,000 hikers. WTA enhances hiking experiences in 
Washington state by mobilizing a diverse and growing community of hikers to explore, 
steward, and protect trails and public lands. As the nation's largest state-based trail 
maintenance and hiking advocacy nonprofit organization, Washington Trails Association 
works to ensure that Washington's trails stand the test of time and connect people to the 
outdoors from everyday adventures to backcountry explorations. Many of these 
backcountry adventures take place on public lands protected by the roadless rule. Some 
of the best places to hike and backpack in the state are in roadless areas, including the 
dark divide on the Gifford Pinchot national forest, the Tiana way on the Okanogan 
Wenatchee national forest, and the Kettle Crest on the Colville National Forest. Miles 
upon miles of the Pacific Crest Trail intersect 20 roadless areas in Washington alone. The 
roadless rule must be protected and kept in place here in Washington state, up North, 
Alaska and the Tongass national forest and throughout our country. Washington Trails 
Association supports the roadless rule and wants to thank everyone here for helping to 
protect it. Thank you 

 
Ed Henderson 
Member, Board of Directors, North Cascades Conservation Council 
 

Good afternoon. I'm Ed Henderson. I'm the Director of the North Cascades Conservation 
Council and we were founded in 1957 to protect and preserve the scenic, scientific, 



recreational, educational and wilderness values of the North Cascades. We're strong 
supporters of the 2001 roadless rule and are concerned with a maintaining its integrity 
nationwide. We view the Tongass DEIS as a threat to this integrity and thus a threat to 
our own extensive roadless areas in the North Cascades. Washington has the greatest 
extent of unprotected national forest roadless areas in the contiguous 48 States. The 
roadless rule protects these forests. I have personally searched for the purpose and need 
in the DEIS. After 12 pages of obfuscation, I can only conclude that the implicit purpose 
is to cut trees and the need is to build roads for access to those trees and then to haul the 
logs away. 
 

While the DEIS contains many disingenuous reassurances there will be little or no 
impact from logging and road building, it deliberately eliminates from detail analysis 18 
issues that would evaluate these impacts. Removing the 9.2 million acres of the Tongass 
National Forest from the protection of the national roadless rule and depending upon 
the state of Alaska to safeguard the values inherited an untrammeled roadless forest is 
equivalent of asking the fox to guard the chicken coop. You can only expect to have 
feathers, or in this case stumps, left. North Cascades Conservation Council strongly 
supports a no-action alternative and maintain the national roadless rule in the Tongass. 
Thank you very much. 
 

Karla Hart  
Juneau, AK 
 

Thank you. I came down from Juno, Alaska for a family vacation and the first thing I did is 
say “I need to go to this meeting on the Roadless Rule.” Every day that the clouds allow, I 
look across Lynn Canal at the Chilkat Mountains. They're rugged snow-capped peaks and on 
the far side of them is Glacier Bay National Park. The Chilkat Mountains are roadless, the 
Chilkat Mountains, this summer for the first time in my lifetime in Juno, were bare. All of the 
snow was gone and you saw gray rock like I'd seen in other places when I traveled. 
Scientists at the University of Alaska Southeast think that it's probably the first time in 
10,000 years that that rock has been exposed to us. So, I'm really aware of climate change. 
I'm really aware of so many things that are going on in Southeast Alaska. I'd like to 
recognize again the Tlingit. It's Tlingit land that I live upon and I'm very grateful to them for 
their stewardship. And the tribes of Southeast Alaska have come out incredibly strong for 
protecting Southeast Alaska. The residents of Southeast, in addition to the tribes, came out 
extremely strong. I feel so heartened to see all of the people representing all of the 
organizations trying to help to protect the Tongass because it is our forest. I live there. It's 
my front yard, my backyard, my side yards. But it's our forest. All Americans. The no action 
alternative is the only real choice. Any compromise choices, which I fear they're setting up, 
will come at a great cost. They want it all. We want them to have nothing. They'll 
compromise and pick as a small compromise the places that they strategically really want. 
And so no action has to be the only alternative. Are we talking a lot about the trees and the 
trees are desperately important to me, but it's not just about the trees. 
 



At the Juneau hearing, I saw sitting and listening, people who I know have very strong 
interests in the mining industry. They weren't speaking, they were listening, they were 
watching. All of the glaciers that are retreating are exposing potential mineral areas. The 
exploration is going on, the staking is going on under the 1872 mining act. So trees are 
important, the climate, all of that. But remember also if they compromise for areas that 
don't have trees, it's not good. Roads bring invasives- we're lucky that we have so much 
roadless area that has been free of invasives. The forest service has no plan to deal with the 
invasives. They have no way to deal with the invasives. I’ve volunteered for the Forest 
Service sometimes and for Southeast Alaska Conservation Council, which is our regional 
group. I spend time doing biological surveys within clear cuts, within wilderness, in a lot of 
different areas, and the reach of the invasive plants into the areas that are adjacent to roads 
is terrifying to me. Now, Reed Canary grass, a half a mile from a logging road in a muskeg 
meadow that I would have thought would never be exposed. So thank you all for your work 
and let's get it done. 
 
Graham Taylor  
Program Manager, National Parks & Conservation Association  
 

Hello, my name's Graham Taylor and I'm a Program Manager with the National Parks 
Conservation Association. We're a group that advocates for our National Parks and that 
includes the little historic sites that celebrate our history as well as the large landscapes 
that really allow us to experience the natural world. I'm here today to support the 
roadless rule on behalf of NPCA and thank Senator Cantwell for her leadership and 
protection of the roadless rule, our public lands and our national parks. But you know, 
the parks are not islands. They are a part of a larger mosaic of public lands that are 
important to the integrity of our national parks. Everything is connected as John Muir 
said to us. And so by protecting the roadless lands, we also protect our national parks 
and the other areas connected to them. But really this scheme to undo the roadless rule- 
it brings me to a question about who is going to profit, who is going to profit from this, 
the few or the many? Because right now we all profit from the clean air, the clean water, 
amazing outdoor recreation experiences, and the climate impacts. We all profit right 
now. But if we undo this, if we mess with the roadless rule, if we trust this 
administration who has burned us at every single opportunity to undo the roadless rule, 
then we're going down a path that not just our children and grandchildren will regret, 
but that we will regret. Because right now we all profit but under this plan, undoing the 
roadless act, we all suffer. So NPCA supports the no action alternative because the 
roadless areas protect our watersheds. They protect our landscapes and our wildlife that 
make these lands special and the people that inhabit this earth. Thank you so much. 
 
Rebecca Caulfield 
Seattle, WA 
 

My name is Rebecca Caulfield. I live in West Seattle and I'm a volunteer with the Center 
for Biological Diversity. I'd like to thank Senator Cantwell and Washington Wild for the 



opportunity to give non-Alaskan residents the opportunity to speak up about the Alaska 
specific roadless rule. I am asking Secretary Perdue and the US Forest Service to select 
the no action alternative on the Alaska specific roadless role and protect all inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass national forest under the 2001 national roadless rule. The 
fact that the roadless rule is up for exemption in Alaska is nothing less than blatant 
disregard for the majestic forests such as the Tongass that provide invaluable ecosystem 
services to all life on earth. We are at a major crossroads with tackling the climate crisis. 
Thus the natural integrity of forests like the Tongass should be fully protected as an 
investment in our future. The Tongass, with its old growth trees, has been dubbed the 
“nation's climate forest” due to its unsurpassed ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate impacts caused by humans. Alaska knows this all too well, as it just experienced 
is hottest summer on record. Alaskan forests host an abundance of wildlife such as 
moose, owl wolves, bears, eagles and salmon who have their part in keeping this forest 
healthy and vibrant. Where are their voices while we decide what to do with their home? 
Humans have been treating the planet like it is ours for the taking with very little regard 
to the consequences of our actions such as those from clear-cutting logging and mining. 
How about the radical idea of leaving our remaining national forests such as the Tongass 
as they are for the sake of life that happens not to be human. Alaska has an opportunity 
to show the rest of the world that it is a leader in environmental stewardship by 
protecting its precious forests. There is no better way to solidify American leadership 
than by upholding the current roadless rule. Thank you very much. 
 
Deanna Hobbs  
Juneau, AK 
 

Hello. My name is Deanna. I'm a Juneau Alaska resident, but I also go to PLU over in 
Tacoma. I'm here today because I worked on the roadless rule this summer in Juneau 
and did a lot of really awesome work. I came here prepared to talk about some of the 
facts and statistics, but the forest service has heard it all before. While y'all were talking, 
I kept thinking about this one encounter I had the summer in Haines, Alaska, where I 
was engaging with people and telling people why the roadless rule is so awesome, and I 
was explaining it to this one guy from the East coast. And, after I told him all of this really 
good information, he didn't really care. And I asked him why and he said that he is very 
religious, and he actually didn't think that he needed to do anything with the 
environment. He thought that God would handle it and that he didn't need to do 
anything really or participate in the political process that was going on. We talked about 
this for a long time, and that's still just on the back of my mind when we're talking about 
this today because there's so many people who genuinely leave these decisions up to 
God or to politicians or to big corporations or people who know more, have more money. 
But really, it's up to all of us. I go to university right now and we'll be mobilizing on this, 
but I'm also just asking everyone in this room with all these titles that you have and all 
these friends that you have in this sphere of influence that you have to really be 
mobilizing and making sure that you're talking with your peers and talking with the 



people that are under you and above you and next to you to make sure that everyone is 
here in this room when we have these spaces, or online submitting comments, or calling 
legislators, because it's more than just showing up this one time or submitting one 
comment. But we all need to be mobilizing. Thank you. 
 

Sharon Burke  
Seattle, WA 
 
Hello. I am a volunteer with the Center for Biological Diversity and I'm not going to talk 
very long because there've been too many articulate people laying out why we need to 
support the roadless rule. But I have to say we need to somehow come together and take 
these issues, these great ideas, to the parts of the country that are supporting the Trump 
Administration and basically it feels like is giving us all the finger. I do agree that at the 
core it is just the few, it is just some very wealthy people who want to make the most of 
making money in the short amount of time before climate change does irreparable 
damage. So I have been both angry and depressed with the Trump Administration at 
every turn. And it isn't just Donald Trump, it is the Republican party at the moment- 
killing the endangered species act, rolling back all of those environmental protections 
that have benefited all of us. So I wish I was a marketing genius as we are preaching to 
the choir here and we need to somehow get this message to the people that unbelievably 
have more political power than even a city the size of Seattle. I think someone 
mentioned Utah has a population of 600,000 and and we have a city here of over a 
million and they have the same political power in the Senate that the state of 
Washington does. So we have to get out there to those other people before it's too late 
before this girl may actually say “I saw an eagle once, I saw a whale or a bear, but they 
are extinct now or you see them only in zoos” and that to me is such a tragedy. That's the 
depression part I feel. So thank you for letting me rant for a couple of minutes, but let's 
do something. 
 

Kiersten Gmeiner  
Seattle, WA 
 

Hi, my name is Kiersten Gmeiner and I'm a family physician and a PCT hiker and I just 
wanted to go on record asking for a no action vote from the powers at be. I also wanted 
to thank everybody here. It’s breathtaking, the decades of work that people in this room 
have put in. I'm just a member of all organizations you all run and I'm an ardent tree 
advocate. I'm in North Seattle and I'm part of neighborhood tree keepers where the 
developers are clear cutting one lot at a time. So everybody pay attention when you see 
them getting ready to clear cut. There is a Seattle ordinance that protects the trees. Not a 
good one yet but there is, so please be active in your neighborhoods as well as in the 
Tongass. There've been many more eloquent people than I today about the Tongass. The 
one thing I wanted to share is that as a family doc, I really do see our forests as the lungs 
of the earth. And I don't think it's a trope. I think it's absolutely accurate ecosystem wise 
and it just doesn't make sense to make a bunch of tiny cuts in any tissue. It just doesn't 



make any sense. And if you think about our forest as the lungs, then the periphery might 
okay to put a few roads into for recreation access. But if you're talking about the real 
heart of the lungs, those cuts are much higher costs than the ones at the periphery. And 
so I think the Tongass is one of our last stands in terms of the climate. I'm with Greta 
Thunberg, I mean if you know that your behavior is dooming the younger generations, 
you just have to stop. So, thank you. Thank you. Thank you to everyone here. And 
unfortunately I think he would be really sad that this is just as pertinent now as it was 
when it was written. But unless someone like you cares a whole awful lot, nothing's 
going to get better. So thank you. 
 
Rebecca Wolfe  
Edmunds, WA 
 

Greetings. I want to begin by saying how grateful I am for each one of you and the work 
you're doing. We need so many of us for the uninformed, the ignorant who do not know, 
they do not know how sacred this place is. So I just want to start with that and say that I 
have worked as a volunteer for many groups, Food and Water Watch, Sierra Club, Our 
Children's Trust, and Washington Wild on occasion too. And I've been to DC and I've 
lobbied actually mostly on the endangered species act to protect that. And a couple of 
years ago I went back to school and during studies at Vermont law school, I did a study 
of the rare , Alexander Archipelago Wolf, which is very, very endangered, very rare 
because it's lost its prey, the Sitka deer, and a lot of that has to do with logging and all of 
this, even though we don't like to admit it, it is political. 
 
 

I want to urge secretary Perdue to join us in practicing democracy. We have not been 
allowed to practice our democracy under the current administration. We have to change 
that. And without going into specifics, you know what I mean? And so I do support the no 
action alternative and I, with regard to working for Our Children's Trust, we are fighting 
the U S government for a better environment for a better atmosphere. And how does 
that relate to the Tongass? We have to protect the carbon storage trees. And so among 
other things that I'm grateful for, I'm really grateful for the people and all those young 
people. When I started working with Our Children's Trust, there were ages 9 to 19, and 
now those kids are in college and they are actively working furiously and desperately to 
save places like this. And we have some young people in Alaska who are working for this 
and in many of the States. They need our support. I did start working for democracy in 
1960 when I was a Kennedy girl in high school and we got to meet Jackie Kennedy before 
he was elected. And it's not about being a Democrat, it's about just protecting our 
democracy so that we can protect places like this. I thank you all. 
 

Michael Shurgot  
Alaska Wilderness League  
 

Good afternoon. My name is Michael Shurgot and I’ve been a resident of Seattle since 



1982 and I do want to acknowledge our friends from Alaska and say thank you for 
coming down and making the effort. Two quick points. In the early to mid nineties, I was 
chair of the conservation division at The Mountaineers, which is a volunteer position. 
There are several people in the room, Harry and Donna and Ed- Remember those days? 
They were very tumultuous. And one of the issues we tackled or attempted to was 
working on a roadless rule, especially Washington and Oregon. I should mention 
somebody who I don't think is here. Some of you probably know Charlie Brains from the 
Sierra club, he was so instrumental and of course, Mitch Freedman, who was up here 
earlier, did a tremendous amount of work. But two points about that process: number 
one, it was based on science. We had people in The Mountaineers in the Sierra Club who 
were doing research on how old-growth ancient forests reproduce themselves and 
sustain themselves. The other point that needs to be made to be made is that there were 
compromises built into the rule way back when. We met with members of the, 
Department of Agriculture, Fish and Wildlife, Forest Wervice, native peoples, 
communities, even logging people. And the plans that we worked out for Oregon and 
Washington did involve compromises. So if anybody says to you that the roadless rule 
does not contain compromises, it's a simply wrong statement.  
 
The second point I would like to make is to make something explicit that I think has been 
implicit in a lot of what people have said here. Many of you will remember this book- A 
Sand County Almanac by Aldo Leopold, which I still think is the Bible of the conservation 
movement. The central essay is called the land ethic. And I just want to read the central 
sentence in the central essay “A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, 
stability, and beauty of the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise.” I 
would submit that proposal to clear cut the talk is something that rises to that level, that 
this is fundamentally a moral issue because there is so much life in that forest that would 
be destroyed. And there's other people who have said, if you clear cut the Tongass, then 
you clear cut part of the lungs of this planet. So I urge, you: no cutting. Thank you. 
 

Kyle McDaniel  
Seattle, WA 

 
Hi, I'm Kyle McDaniel from West Seattle. I'm something of a sleeping warrior. In the 
1990s, I came to Washington state in order to stand against some of the timber sales that 
had been opened by the salvage logging rider signed by President Bill Clinton. As time 
progressed, I became more involved in nonviolent civil disobedience in our actual forest 
being cut and as an experience wilderness orienteer, I had the fortune of hiking into 
some of the trailless areas here in Washington state to observe a forest that may not 
exist anymore. Now, there's a very poignant feeling in a forest that may not exist 
anymore. It radiates with spiritual energy. Now, as a product of the Reagan and Sr. Bush 
era, I was typical of many gen-Xers devoid of spirituality, religion, patriotism. Deep 
within the wilderness of the old growth forest, I discovered my spirituality and a sense 
of patriotism and a lot of that comes from the wilderness areas and the national parks of 



our country. That gave me a sense of what it meant to be American, not to be displaced, 
not to be a rebel, but to be part of this great nation and to find a place within it. So, every 
year during the logging season, I would travel from Port Townsend, Washington where I 
lived down to Northern California. I was part of the defense of Headwaters Forest in the 
Redwoods. I used my skills in orienteering to lead activists through endangered forest to 
conduct nonviolent civil disobedience, including tree sitting. And I lent myself to that 
and it was a great passion of mine. And eventually I, myself, spent 23 nights suspended 
between two redwoods on a traverse line, living in a hammock. 
 

We waited till mid-November of 1997 for a road bylaw to be unbuilt. We stayed up in 
those trees through cold, wet weather. And as the time passed, the loggers who had 
lodged a lot of hostility towards us began to respect us. They started leaving beer cans 
and chanterelles and other goodies at the bottom of the tree. They knew that we would 
sneak down in the middle of the night and get the goodies. So initially we made friends 
and then un-made the road and they went away. And the whole stand of trees, which 
was actually at right up against the Rockefeller forest in Noble State Park still stands 
today  
 

I actually protested Bill Clinton when he visited Bellevue College back in 1996 and 
advocated strongly for the roadless rule, as we also opposed some of the timber sales 
that had come open because of the salvage logging rider. When it was finally signed and 
instigated by our, our then president, I saw that as a kind of a crowning chapter in a fight 
that I had involved my life in for many years. So 20 years later, after not being involved 
in the environmental movement, I see the crown jewel of all roadless areas, which by the 
way, should be a wilderness area. Here in Washington state, roadless areas have to be 
more than 3000 acres and a wilderness area more than 5,000. Why are these 9,000 acres 
not a protected wilderness area, much less than national park? So now as a father of a 
daughter who is an accomplished backpacker, I find that it's a duty to stand up now. I'm 
not part of any organization, but I plan to network and use my skills and communication 
and leadership to become more involved. And as we watch many of the things we hold 
sacred and dear in our country be whittled away and really under threat, this is where I 
must make my stand because the bottom of my heart, like I said, is the source. 
Wilderness is the source of my patriotism and my spirituality. It has given me such 
healing and it has allowed me to be a productive member of society. So when I finally 
moved to Seattle 20 years ago, I felt like I had fought a good fight and now I can go on 
with my life and be a normal person. And 20 years later, here I am again. 
 

So one of my favorite movies, Frank Herbert's Dune, got me into ecology in the first place 
and there’s one line and it goes “the sleeper must awaken,” and that's, that's what must 
happen now. The sleeper must awaken. We can't just be preaching to the choir. We've 
got to reach out in our communities and make this known, and it may seem like a very 
dark time in our country, but this is a choice we can make. This is an opportunity for us 
to seize our humanity and seize our sense of what it means to be an American, our 
patriotism and this land that the Tongass as well as some of the other places I've never 



seen. But knowing that the crown jewel like in British Columbia and Bella Coola, the 
spirit bear area, those areas really need to be protected for all generations. Olympic 
National Park would not exist if people like us didn't come together nearly a hundred 
years ago. Yes, President Roosevelt signed it into law, but there were people like you that 
helped him get there. So I employ everyone to do what they can and I'm really happy to 
hear everybody speak today. It's profound moment for me, so thank you so much and 
good luck. 
 

Michael George  
Seattle, WA 
 
Hi, my name is Michael George. I'm very different than a lot of you. I came here because I 
was scrolling through Facebook and I saw an ad that said you needed statements for the 
roadless initiative. I don't have a history of working on these things, so I don't have as 
much prepared. As I was sitting here, I was really trying to get my thoughts together and 
forgot what it was that got me out of my house to this room. And really here it is: I can 
bring it back to when I was about six years old. I grew up in Boston, my family is from 
Colorado. We took my first airplane ride to Colorado, we went to my grandparents' 
house. I went, I walked out the door with my dad and he said something really profound 
to me. He said “you see your grandma's driveway? You're going to be amazed by this, but 
really think about this. That driveway connects to our driveway back home. It connects 
to your friend’s driveway in Florida. We built this amazing thing that connects 
everybody to everybody by concrete.” I spent a couple of decades of my life really in awe 
of that. It was such an amazing accomplishment. I just thought it was so cool. Then I 
ended up moving to Montana to go to school and I really got into backpacking and got 
into nature. What had been this amazing thing to me, I started reflecting on, and it 
became scarier and scarier. I started realizing that there is this thing that we have made 
that not only connects us all but divides the very thing that I love and was beginning to 
love more and more, which is nature. 
 

So when I saw this Facebook ad, I thought “you know what? I'm going to get out of my 
chair and I'm going to come down here and I'm going to stand up for something that I 
don't know a lot about, other than it is extremely important to keep, and is becoming 
rarer and rarer.” When I hear things like 9 million acres, I didn't know that before 
coming here. I think to myself, that is amazing. We need to keep this. So as just a general 
person in the world, I am here to say that we need to know action on this. Thank you. 
 

Johnny Fishmonger 
Executive Director, Wild Salmon Nation 
 

Okay. I'm not going to beat around the clear-cut. Just going to come out first to say, the 
no action is the way to go here. My name is Johnny Fishmonger. I'm the Executive 
Director of Wild Salmon Nation and most of our work is protecting wild salmonids up 
and down the West coast from the steel head runs that still run up little cricks in 



Ensenada, Mexico to our wild salmon that are strained up and around the corner into the 
Arctic and populating all the way to the McKenzie river in Northern Canada. When I was 
18, I graduated high school in Ballard and the day I got out of high school, I got on a 
Norwegian crab boat and headed north up to Bristol Bay on the Bering sea to go tender 
salmon. Our first stop was Ketchikan, our second stop was Sitka. We tooled around Craig 
and around Prince of Wales and for a kid that grew up in Northwest and had seen all the 
clear cuts up and down East Lewis County everywhere, I was flabbergasted. I was like 
“oh my God, they're cutting the hell out of this. This is unbelievable.” And you know, here 
I was in the land of dinosaurs: dinosaur trees, dinosaur cars formations, this ancient 
geology, and ancient forests. 
 

Frank Murkowski and Viking Lumber have never had to retool their plan because Frank 
Murkowski is not dead. Viking lumber exists because Frank is not dead because Frank 
Murkowski has a Senator in his pocket. Her name is Lisa.  
 

So besides Frank and Lisa and all that, we ran up against was the Southeast conference, 
which is the chamber of commerce for all of Southeast Alaska and supposed to represent 
all business in Southeast Alaska and small business and tourists and lumber and fishing 
and guides. But what do they spend all their time doing? Promoting cutting and mining. 
We need to replace the Southeast conference with the new progressive chamber of 
commerce in Southeast Alaska, that represents all of us that are looking forward and 
thinking progressively about Southeast Alaska. So if any of you are small business 
owners in Southeast, let's talk. There's a whole bunch of us thinking, we need to replace 
the Southeast chamber and then we will lead the re we need to replace a Lisa. So no 
action. That's the alternative. 
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Speaker 1: Out of the suitability for timber harvesting and impacts. And so, lifting this regulation, it 
would add 185,000 acres to that suitable timber base is what it would do. Of that 
185,000, 20,000 is young growth and 165,000 is old growth. And there's a map that has 
the timber suitability over there on the wall for [inaudible 00:00:22]. So signing at the 
end here, for more information, we got this website going, and I encourage you ... 
There's a lot of stuff on there. 

Speaker 1: There's presentations on there. All the things, maps around there. So if you want to take 
a deeper dive, take a look. There's a lot of stuff on this website and it's being updated 
constantly. So I would encourage you to check that out. There's also we have a story 
map online tool. So if you want to see how this looks spatially or geographically across 
the region, you can turn certain layers on and off and you can kind of see, in a particular 
geographic area, probably a little where this alternative is made behind the particular 
landscape there. 

Speaker 1: And then finally how to comment. Comments, got to be submitted in writing by 
December 17th, unless you're giving testimony tonight, we'll take those oral comments 
and we'll have them transcribed. So it's midnight Alaska time, December 17th. And 
there are a whole bunch of ways that you can do this. You can get on the Internet, go to 
that project website and there's a link there allows you to enter them in. If you prefer 
the stamp an envelope enough that you can mail it to us there in Juneau. There's an 
email and then of course we're taking a bit in conference here too, if you'd like to 
submit some comments tonight. 

Speaker 1: And then finally the public comment period again, I'll say it one more time, closes 
December 17th. What we're going to do next step when we get those public comment 
period closes, we will start analyzing all those and we'll have to kind of summarize them 
into certain issue or concern statements, and them we'll respond to all those comments 
in the final environmental impact statement. We're going to continue to consult with 
tribes and Alaska Native corporations all the way to the end of this. 

Speaker 1: And then, we can always come and do public outreach too. So I'd give a civic group or an 
organization that must invite us up, we can give kind of a presentation that way as well, 
and engage. And then, the final environmental impact statement. So we're looking for 
that at an early summer of 2020. We don't have a definitive date on that but that's 
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when you would see a final role and a final environmental impact statement. I just want 
to also say there is no administrative review on this kind of decision. 

Speaker 1: So if we get all the way to the end and people don't like how the decision is in the end, 
the only real recourse is litigation so you have to take it to the courts at that point in 
time. And that's it. So let's get this guy involved. [Frank's 00:03:08] going to help you 
keep track of who's in the queue and we'll kind of do our best for taking some questions 
and answers here and go from there. Does anybody... ? Just raise your hand. Go ahead 
and start. 

Speaker 2: So I want to make sure I understood what you were talking about how the road Skag 
changes, but underneath that is your management plan. And I seem to recall coming to 
talk to me about that. And I remember they were talking about something like I believe 
a 15 year process on the management plan, which is now what? Six years old? 

Speaker 1: It's about three years old. 

Speaker 2: Three years old. So there, that exists, and it was designed to have a certain sort of time 
frame. Does that mean that that management plan will not be changed until that 
timeframe, or could it be changed next year? 

Speaker 1: It could be. It's not easy to change a management plan though. So the lifespan of a 
management plan the forest kind is usually 10 or 15 years. The reality across the 
country? They're about 15 to 25 years old before they actually get revised or amended. 
If we were going to engage in a change in the forest plan, those processes usually take, 
they're designed to take between three to five years, but in reality, they take six to eight 
years to go through it. 

Speaker 1: So it wouldn't be something that could happen overnight. We'd be coming back out, 
we'd be doing these public meetings again, and we'd be talking about potential changes 
to the forest plan. But right now, the last time it's been changed was 2016. All right. 
Other questions? Yeah. 

Speaker 3: I see that you guys did a lot of hard work to ascertain use and management and that 
kind of got thrown out with the bathwater. I'm just curious, you mentioned like in the 
graph there, about the third slide to the last, that there's not a whole lot of effect in the 
difference between like fisheries, and you said no effect between alternative one and 
alternative six, or any of the other alternatives, saying visitors a minimal effect. 

Speaker 3: And I'm wondering if you can ... And it's a quote not a whole lot of effect, but when you 
say there's not a whole lot of effect, but you say there wasn't a whole lot of effect and 
the differences between alternative one and alternative six. How is that quantified? 

Speaker 1: Well, all of it's in the environmental impact statement. So you're looking at economics, 
we use a lot of existing data to support the conclusions there in the environmental 
impact statement. And that existing data, a lot of it comes from the 2016 forest plan, 
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which is pretty fresh data, as well as other economic data that's kind of out there and 
available. 

Speaker 1: So I don't have the specifics in my mind, but we'd have you go to the forest plan. I would 
encourage you to take a look in there at what those specific data sets are that we 
reviewed to come to those conclusions. And if you have some further input like if we 
miss something or we got it wrong, we definitely want to hear that. 

Speaker 3: Yeah. Just kind of following up on it, I'm just curious what the process was, and how you 
got to alternative six. I mean, there's so much work that went into alternative two, 
alternative three. They were a little focused on different user groups, on potential uses, 
and they were trying to juggle these various things. They all had their advantage and 
disadvantage. How do you go from that process to suddenly supporting alternative six? 
What percentage of comments were in support of other alternatives? 

Speaker 1: Okay. 

Speaker 3: During that like year long process, just in the lead up. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. When we went out for public scoping, that was that initial 45 day comment 
period, at that point it was a very open ended question. We said, "Okay, the State of 
Alaska is proposing an exemption." From there, we have the 2001 rule, what's it going 
to look like in-between? So what we were really looking for through that comment 
period was some real substantive input in terms of what an Alaska roadless rule should 
look like. What we got was a lot of people in favor of one or the other. So about 90% of 
comments that came in or so were in favor of just kind of keeping things the way they 
were. 

Speaker 3: So 90% favor one, and then you have these other alternatives which were variables of 
that with different types of management practices. So what was the process by which 
you determined to select alternative six as the preferred one? 

Speaker 1: Well, there was no other alternatives to consider in the 45 day public comment period. 
So we don't have any input yet. I mean, it's all coming in, it's raw data right now on 
alternatives two through five, so I can't answer what- 

Speaker 3: But the preferred alternative from the first one was alternative six, right? We don't want 
to misunderstand that. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. The preferred alternative that the secretary shows is alternative six. 

Speaker 3: How did he come to make that decision [crosstalk 00:08:03] if 90% of input [crosstalk 
00:08:03]- 

Speaker 1: That's a good question for him. But I'll tell you, the public process goes is we develop the 
environmental impact statement, the forest service does, and we hand it off to the 
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Department of Agriculture, and then it goes through another whole regulator review to 
the Office of Management and budget where other regulatory agencies weight in and 
provide their input into it. And then that all comes back to the secretary and then he 
makes his decision based on whatever criteria he's using. 

Speaker 3: What is that criteria though? 

Speaker 1: I don't know that. 

Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:08:22]. 

Speaker 4: I think the USDA is just to kind of tack on what [Cam 00:08:45] was just asking, USDA is 
obligated under private relations forest service manual under section 1563.02, to obtain 
an Indigenous Peoples informed consent when making decisions related to land that's 
traditionally theirs. And I see that you've got public outreach that's ongoing, and trying 
more outreach that's ongoing, and that you're collecting testimony tonight. 

Speaker 4: Did I understand you correctly when you said there will be no administrative review at 
the end of this process so despite our tribes, our communities weighing in on the six 
options that are on the table, our voices will not be head because the decision's been 
made, and despite the information that you're collecting ongoing, we know that option 
six is what's going to be active? 

Speaker 2: So right now's the time to give that input. So yeah, we're in this 60 day public comment 
period, so we're really actively working with the public during this comment period. And 
in terms of tribal input, that can continue on after the public comment period here 
through government consultation. So that opportunity is there, too, to continue the 
dialogue around it. In terms of what comes out in the end, I don't know what's going to 
come out in the end. 

Speaker 2: Things have changed in the past. And right now what the secretary has put forward is 
kind of his preferred rule at this point of time. He wants to hear from people who are 
engaged in this process, the public tribes, and he'll take that all into consideration, right, 
for kind of what his final rule is. At any rate, there is no administrator under this that's 
for any rule maybe there is no administrative review for regulations. 

Speaker 4: Even though tribal consultation chose and sought out prior to the moving forward, since 
tribal consultation should've been sought out prior to pursing any action in Indigenous 
People's lands. Is there an explanation for why tribal input wasn't sought prior to 
initiating this proposed action? 

Speaker 2: No, I don't have an explanation for that. 

Speaker 4: Okay. 
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Speaker 5: I just kind of to tag on to Jane's comment, but for example, what I think the forest 
service published with some of the comments on this received in the previous period, 
and I can't remember the number, but basically it said the majority of the comments 
were for keeping the roadless rules. When you talk about for the majority saying they 
want to keep it, I guess I'm trying to see what weight does that hold at the end? Does 
the secretary still kind of say, "It doesn't matter, here's my decision," or does that hold 
some weight? I think that's kind of ... 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So I want to go back to the original public comment period, the 45 day event. We 
didn't have alternatives to comment on. We basically said, what do you guys think of 
what an Alaskan roadless rule would look like. And we got about 144,000 comments on 
that. I think about 1,700, 1,800 were actually unique. The other ones were kind of form 
comments that just you click a button and it goes in. So you've got to really drill down 
into those numbers. And we don't normally look at them as kind of only one way or 
another. 

Speaker 1: They kind inform the decision maker in terms of what people are thinking. I think this 
comment period is the one here, we've got kind of a fleshed out what alternatives are in 
the bill. He's disclosed what his preference is at this time, he's seeking comment on that. 
So I think it's really this comment period where he really gets some substantive input 
that will help inform him on how to move forward with this in a minor way. I think there 
was some questions over here? 

Speaker 6: Yeah. I'm about halfway through the [inaudible 00:13:20] that was offered late October, 
I think last month, something like that. How much of that is actually going to be like 
expanded? Is it going to be longer, or shorter, or are there certain areas you're focusing 
on that [crosstalk 00:13:38] jump to? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. Well, that's a good question. We're out drafting our impact statement now, so 
what we're seeking are comments on where we may have missed something in the 
analysis. So I'm hoping it's not a lot longer, that we didn't miss much, but you could have 
a whole new alternative in there conceivably, so there could be a lot more added to it 
potentially. 

Speaker 6: Okay. 

Speaker 1: All right. I think you've got a question back here? 

Speaker 7: I get that you're just doing your job, this is part of the process of getting input, but I'm 
just wondering about the mining aspect. Because the first time I'm actually thinking, 
"Okay, the whole forestry and the state of fish and care about the environment," but 
now I'm starting to wonder if mining is really a big push between the governor and the 
secretary and that we're just kind of getting blindsided with mining? 

Speaker 7: And also, I'm starting to feel like you guys politically have to ... I mean, does 
management of Forest Service of Alaska have an opinion, or do you have to kind of 
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kowtow what the governor's doing? Are you allowed to have separate opinions and 
keep your job? 

Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:15:15]. In terms of my view though, our legal interpretation of the 2001 
roadless rule is if it falls under 1872 mining law, it's already statutorily allowed. So the 
roadless rule hasn't located any mining development activities. You know we've got 
Greens Creek mine which is operating in Tongass, Kensington, I think there are some 
other exploration projects, too, so. But in terms of, yeah, we got to follow up with the 
secretary. It's kind of his decision to make. 

Speaker 8: In regards to the future of all the alternatives for the roadless areas, you had mentioned 
that it could be some combination of what's provided there? 

Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). Yeah. 

Speaker 8: So hypothetically, with this outpouring of support for a combination for whatever the 
plan is, theoretically, hypothetically, the secretary can still go through and say, "This is 
the decision." 

Speaker 1: Yeah. The secretary has pretty broad discretion on how to take this to the end. Yeah. 
You have a question? Yeah. Somewhere over here. 

Speaker 9: Even like an alternative two you mentioned the road was priority, you said that there 
would be options for air and water rights and stuff and communities and stuff, and you 
didn't mention it at all, but on the slide it did bring up that there could be also some 
mining for oils and minerals, mineral mining and oil. And I guess it's ... Sorry, I let you 
answer that, but I guess that you're also saying EIS at the moment saying it's not going 
to have a lot of effect because the rule's just going to change. 

Speaker 9: But so, have you actually looked at what would happen if a specific area did get picked 
up? Like yes, but you specifically said it's basically just a rule being changed. But so 
what's the point of EIS if it's not actually looking at what would happen in a specific 
watershed if it was picked up. Does that make sense? 

Speaker 1: Yep. Yeah. It's a good question, yeah. And it's challenging to explain. So when you have a 
regulation, you have to go back to what's being proposed. And there's no proposal to 
say, "We're proposing to harvest 200,000 acres in this particular watershed." We're not 
proposing to build a road between I don't know Hoonah and [Holkham 00:17:51]. So the 
regulation isn't authorizing any of those types of activities, so therefore the only effects 
we can analyze would be any foreseeable future kind of things that we know about. 

Speaker 1: And if you don't have any foreseeable future actions, which are called cumulative 
effects essentially, then that's about as far as you can go. You can go into speculation 
mode and say, "We're going speculate that this particular watershed as a result of the 
rule is going to have X number of acres harvested, or this particular [crosstalk 00:18:20]- 

Speaker 9: But you pretty much know that it works? 
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Speaker 1: Actually I don't. Because the forest plan, the one thing the forest plan does, it caps the 
maximum amount, or the average timber sale allowed to be harvested at 46 million 
board feet. So whether you choose the no action alternative or alternative six, it's still 
46 million board feet on average each year according to the forest plan, okay? I think 
there was a question ... 

Speaker 5: Yeah. Correct me if I'm wrong, but to the points in the petition that the state submitted 
to the forest service, part of the stated attempt was to strengthen the forest wood 
products industry, so would that be speculation that that would be unaffected, this will 
make the change? 

Speaker 1: No. It's disclosed in here. Basically what it's going to do is attempt to give more options 
where you can go find that 46 million board feet on average. So yeah, that is an effect 
that probably will let us do that like I get these have core groups, but positive effects in 
terms of the timber industry. 

Speaker 3: So just a followup there. The EIS is based off of any current plants to do timber sales or 
that nature, but since the road and schools are effected right now, there aren't any 
plans, correct? 

Speaker 1: Essentially yes. 

Speaker 3: So you don't have anything to build an EIS off of because there's no rule protecting that 
activity, would the expectation be once that rule is taken back, back to be initiated, 
[crosstalk 00:20:12]- 

Speaker 1: Yeah. Like in order to initiate that activity you would have to go through the legal 
process. We'd have to come back and help them do these kinds of meetings and the 
area that would be effected by the potential timber harvest. 

Speaker 10: So kind of like a store that has the doors locked saying, "Well, there's nobody robbing 
our store, there's nobody in it," so how could anyone rob anything from the store that's 
closed? Like once you open the doors and there's customers then they can, right? So it's 
like if a store is over here sitting there saying, "Oh, nobody's robbing the stuff. Might as 
well not buy any cameras." And then letting everyone in. I guess you're not basing the 
EIS off the potential for projects, which you have to be because there are no projects 
right now because of the rule in place. 

Speaker 1: Right. The best potential we have disclosed is in the 2016 forest plan. And that 
designates wherever there's timber harvesting across the landscape, areas that were 
suitable for that. And it also provides an average annual timber harvest limit of 46 
million board feet. So that's the best we can speculate out in terms of what those 
effects would be. 

Speaker 3: Just to kind of followup on that, so under the timber plan there would be 185,000 acres 
are opened up as suitable. 20,000 as young growth, 165,000 as old growth, but in terms 
of the impact to the visitor industry, and the fisheries industry, you came to a no effect 
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or a minimal effect because currently you cannot analyze what the individual timber 
harvest would be, what the effect of those individual harvests would be, has a 
substantive effect because of just the change in regulation, is that correct? 

Speaker 1: You got it. 

Speaker 3: So even if I break it, by changing the regulation, you guys are supposed to be 
determining for a minimal effect, but in reality timber sales are going up. There would 
be another EIS specifically for that period that determines the impact. Is that correct? 

Speaker 1: Right. Yep. 

Speaker 3: In the visitor count is truly based off you're economy, is that correct? 

Speaker 1: Yep. 

Speaker 3: Explain then your process and what you are analyzing in terms of that if opening up 
those certain areas, 165,000 acres in Holkham specially has there been any polling 
within the operators in the visitor industry, or actually cruise passengers that come in 
upwards of little over a million people per year. Has there been any polling of them to 
see if they would feel like there could be a direct impact to their experience, and is 
there any plans to do so? 

Speaker 1: Short answer is no. No we haven't gone out and polled or looked at any original public 
data results other than what we're talking about in these public comment periods. So it 
does describe the effects on the tourism industry would be some displacement in areas, 
so there is a minimal or moderate adverse effects. I can't remember exactly what- 

Speaker 11: Minimal. 

Speaker 1: Minimal okay. And if you read the civil rights, there's a regulatory impact in that so that 
goes along with this and it talks about that minimal impact, and it talks about what that 
amount of impact would be on the recreational and tourist industry. Where a lot of that 
happens is areas where kind of the smaller cruise ships, mid size cruise ships are using 
that are currently in these developing parts in the forest plan. 

Speaker 1: So a lot of that is not in the central Tongass area [inaudible 00:23:56]. So but in terms of 
the big cruise ships, the million passengers, probably the biggest contact they have is 
the scenery, the scenery along the way, and the 2016 forest plan has a lot of protections 
in terms of cruise ships along those corridors and impacts. Okay. Let's see. I'm having a 
hard time keeping track of who's next. All right, you have a question sir? 

Speaker 10: About the 2016 plan. And that plan you said is sort of directing what you do if this 
option six gets selected right? But that plan was sort of evolved of when there was a 
roadless rule in effect, and at that time it seemed at least when that plan was in 2016, 
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there was no end in sight to the roadless rule, yet the plan calls for an end to the 
roadless rule. I'm just curious how that came to be. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So the 2016 plan amendment, really what I'm assuming it focused on two areas, 
the transition of our timber program from old growth to predominantly young growth, 
and so that's stilL in play and that's what would happen after a 15 year transition where 
we get out of the old growth logging and predomInately get into young growth logging. 
And that transition is still on track. 

Speaker 1: We're still working that as part of the plan. The other thing that was in that plan was 
renewable energy. If you look at the EIS for that forest plan, they did analyze an 
alternative with no roadless rule in effect, because this thing has gone back and forth so 
many times in the quarter, we did put an alternative in there to see what that would 
look like. 

Speaker 10: [crosstalk 00:25:40] was when work off of is option six was. 

Speaker 1: Right. Yeah. Yeah. And I don't know how that would play out right now. There's no plan 
to tinker with the forest plan or make any changes other than the suitability change 
that's expected. 

Speaker 10: Yeah. So I'd like to mention on the 165,000 acres. I really appreciate that. 165,000 acres 
of old growth that would be added in the preferred alternative six. I wonder if you 
would speak a little bit to that. I understand they're added by administrative change. 
But I was hoping you could speak a little bit more to if alternative six is selected, the 
powers that the regional forest service will have under administrative change, and 
under these new modifications, being able to modify some of these areas, that's 
suitable timber, right? 

Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). 

Speaker 10: And specifically I'm concerned just about the political pressure. It's very apparent 
there's a lot of political pressure on this decision. And if the preferred alternative is 
lifted, you're going to have a lot of political pressure on the regional forest service to 
include some of those additional 165,000 acres of old growth in the existing timber sales 
that are now on the forest, the Prince of Wales landscape while everyone else is central 
Tongass project, south of [Wasilla 00:27:08] and specifically when you look at those 
165,000 of old growth, 75% fall within the Prince of Wales district, the [Wrangle 
Peteresberg 00:27:15] district, and the Ketchikan district. When I look at that, this looks 
like not transitioning to young growth A, and B it looks like gearing up for a handout to 
add additional over layers to those instead. 

Speaker 1: Okay. 

Speaker 10: There's a lot there. 
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Speaker 1: There's a lot there. I'll try and work through that. So they're building an administrative 
change, right? And I talked about they're basically using that protocol line up with the 
forest plan regulation and the law. So you've got to have that. So the roadless rule 
disposes in there that there's going to be a direction given to the forest supervisor to do 
that administrative change and making 185,000 suitable. How it effects the Prince of 
Wales, the timber sales, the ongoing timber sales- 

Speaker 10: In the future we'll be able to look at beyond just the preferred alternative then, or do 
modifications [crosstalk 00:28:04]- 

Speaker 1: No. 

Speaker 10: ... and future administrative changes? 

Speaker 1: No. Nuh-uh (negative). Not long after 185,000, if this was to go through all the way. If it 
was one of the other alternatives, it would probably be something less than that. I can't 
remember what the numbers are on the other alternatives. So the current timber sales 
that are being planned right now, there's one on Prince of Wales Island called Prince of 
Wales global assessment, the Central Tongass Project is what it's called. I know for sure 
Prince of Wales didn't analyze any timber or any growth in this area. 

Speaker 1: So it didn't even look there. Central Tongass is doing the same thing. We're reading 
[crosstalk 00:28:43] if they wanted to amend those decisions to go in and roll those 
areas, we'd have to use supplemental tracking on our environmental impact statement, 
go out into the public, and do this all over again for those projects. 

Speaker 10: So 185,000 acres, they were going to do those supplemental ... those amendments to 
those projects. Those are 15 year projects. They wouldn't be able to amend those 
projects to add those 185,000 acres. 

Speaker 1: Not without going through the legal process, yeah. Not without doing the supplemental 
environmental impact statement. Yeah. Question? Yeah. Go. 

Speaker 12: I want to say thank you for being here and answering all our questions. I know that it's 
not necessarily your personal opinion, but that's your job, kind of like Tina was saying 
asking you to explain it and I appreciate you being here. I kind of have two questions. 
One, looking at alternative one versus six, it looks really scary because everything goes 
from being green to being sort of more of the brown tones, but based on my quick look 
at it, the darkening areas in the original ones are these designated roadless areas, and 
when you look at alternative six, they are mostly, otherwise there are some exceptions, 
the yellow which correspond with non-development land use designations. 

Speaker 12: So my first question is aside from the name change, what is the actual management 
difference between those two, and the second question that's what I'm really 
concerned about it how susceptible under alternative six would those areas be to future 
changes. Like if we just do a name change now but there's a small behind the scenes 
thing, could a future Alaska governor petition to have them open up for change the 
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regulations even more even though right now it looks like they might be [crosstalk 
00:30:31]. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So we're at this regulation state right now which is if you kind of look at it as a 
layer cake, it sits above our forest plan. So the governor can, I guess, could petition 
anything. The state could. But really, the focus right now is Alaska regulation. He did ask 
also to do a change to the forest plan, too. And the Secretary of Agriculture didn't agree 
to go there. So we're really just strictly looking at regulation at this point of time. 

Speaker 1: And if that regulation, if alternative six happens, that regulation doesn't exist anymore. 
So that's where you're seeing the differences there. The regulation is represented in the 
dark green in alternative one, and then with alternative six map is describing basically 
what the effect is on the ground in relation to the forest plan. So you peel a regulation 
off, and you have the forest plan that's there. And I describe it in terms of development 
wise, to non-development wise. 

Speaker 1: Development wise, which are the darker color red over there, that's where the potential 
timber sales could happen in the future. That's where that 185,000 acres of suitable is. If 
you're going to look at the furthest map on the right, to find those two little acres you 
almost need a magnifying glass because they're little green blotches within these 
blotches of red that are in there. Does that help clear it up? 

Speaker 12: I think so. So it would change the rule now, but it sounds like in the future, a future 
governor could petition again, but they may decline to even go down that route 
depending who the Secretary of Agriculture is at the time? 

Speaker 1: Potentially, yeah. I mean those are things at the political level that I don't really get 
involved in, so. Yeah. Yeah? 

Speaker 6: Forgive me if you've already answered this. You just mentioned that the governor 
petitioned to change the forest management and the secretary said no. 

Speaker 1: Mm-hmm (affirmative). 

Speaker 6: Which to me seems like a pretty savvy political move if you're trying to push through 
something controversial like this. So what is the protection if we repeal the roadless rule 
to stop Sonny Perdue from waking up the next day and saying, "Oh, hey. Now we're 
changing the forest management plan." 

Speaker 1: Nothing. 

Speaker 6: Thank you. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. It's not going to change. But it's a six to eight year process normally to change a 
management plan [crosstalk 00:32:55]. 
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Speaker 6: [crosstalk 00:32:57] right? 

Speaker 1: All right. Did you have another question? 

Speaker 2: Yes. Back to this data between the regulation and the plan, sounds like a lot of people 
are concerned about. It seems to me that perhaps you already have an example of that 
dance in the fact that you described, if I got that right, you described it earlier, the 
roadless rule disappeared for a while. And then it came back. 

Speaker 2: And I don't know exactly what was going on with your planning during that time, but 
during that time a significant part of road became roaded. Which seems to indicate that 
that kind of change does happen even if there are protections in place in the 
management plan or can you explain that better? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So this roadless rule lays over areas that the Tongass Forest plan allows for timber 
harvesting activities. So once you take that off, then the forest plan still allows those 
areas to be subject to timber harvest activity. So that's exactly what happened between 
2003 and 2011. The rule didn't apply, so the forest plan just strictly fell within its plan 
direction. So the regulation lays restrictions on areas of a landscape that the forest plan 
might give out essentially for timber harvesting. 

Speaker 2: So you're saying that those roadless areas became roaded under the forest 
management plan. 

Speaker 1: Correct. 

Speaker 2: And would they not have done that if the roadless rule had been in place? 

Speaker 1: They couldn't do it if the roadless rule was in place. 

Speaker 2: So within the plan, it was already the structure to turn those roadless areas into roaded. 

Speaker 1: Correct. 

Speaker 2: And so I kind of hear you trying to reassure us that understand the management plan 
embedded in these areas that would still have protection, but I'm also hearing the last 
time this happened lot of roadless got converted to roaded. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. 110,000 acres of 9.2. 

Speaker 2: Yeah, so that kind of brings me back around to the folks who said well you say there's 
minimal impacts, and yet you give us these big acreages and you say well, just because 
those acreages are in there doesn't mean it's going to happen. But it sounds like it 
happened. 
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Speaker 1: Those are really good comments to bring in. I mean, the other thing, we can really have 
a cup of coffee and go all night I'm sure, but if you really offer what's in those 9.2 million 
acres, a lot of it is rock and ice. Only a small portion of that is really proportionable 
timber. 

Speaker 2: [crosstalk 00:35:53] it's very- 

Speaker 1: Exactly. I know. And it provides a very unique habitat. But anyway, that would 
something we'd really kind of focus in on the EIS is that relationship between what 
would happen if the regulation gets lifted off, and whether the Tongass be then subject 
to potential management activity such as timber harvesting and that kind of thing. 

Speaker 2: Is that information clearly presented in the EIS? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. I think it's really clear on the maps in my opinion, and we can talk a little bit in-
between with the maps to articulate that. Yeah. Yes, sir in the back? 

Speaker 3: You guys know we passed a resolution here on the assembly line that was backing 
alternative logging, approaching it primarily from the industry perspective according to 
the EIS has a minimal impact on visitor experience. I guess transitioning into that, I was 
talking to Dan Blanchard he's the CEO of UnCruise Adventures I'm sure you know him. 
He is Alaskan born and bred, started with a small business, turned it into a cruise 
company that's going to be directly impacted, significantly impacted by the clear cutting 
the cabin areas [Halibut 00:37:11] Cove I think it was one of the ones you references 
[crosstalk 00:37:14]- 

Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:37:14]. 

Speaker 3: Right. So again, that's a direct impact to the industry. UnCruise doesn't compare to 
[inaudible 00:37:20] all over there's the potential for them to come here in the future. 
So I guess what I'm wondering is in comparison if he ... he's kind of a bootstrap kind of 
guy, right? Born and bred in Alaska. Never got a government subsidy in his life. 
However, the history of logging in Alaska is that it's a heavily taxpayer subsidized 
industry. 

Speaker 3: And so, the reasoning here if all of this is opened up and you have now industry coming 
in and competing with an Alaskan industry, or industry that we make our living up here 
in the Skag, that's the whole reason we put that whole resolution forward. Now if you're 
getting studies done about industry comparisons based on like what is essentially unfair 
competition, why should a taxpayer subsidized industry suddenly be given carte blanche 
to compete with an industry that has no advantage in that same way? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. I don't know we're going to study or look at it from that kind of angle, so. Yeah. 

Speaker 3: Just followup on what Wayne was asking there. So when the roadless rule was lifted 
before, that was the previous forest management? 
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Speaker 1: Yep. It was probably the 2003- 

Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:38:32] Sure it was updated in 2016, right? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. 

Speaker 3: So in that 110,000 acres that was opened up when the roadless rule was lifted, and now 
the forest management plan has changed for 2016, would you say that the areas within 
the roadless areas in the current forest management plan is less restrictive or more 
restrictive than the 2003. Do you see where I'm getting at? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. Yeah. So in terms of the land area, so the land use designations didn't change. So 
it was an amendment, in 2016 there was an amendment. So it didn't draw new 
boundaries on where the forest plan would allow development activity versus non-
development activity. So those have actually been kind of stagnant since 1997. That's 
when those were put into place. When 2016 came around, the whole purpose of that 
amendment was to transition from an old growth forest management regime to a young 
growth forest management regime. 

Speaker 1: The standards guides are updated, a lot of the recreational management area standards 
guides are updated things going on all the way through there. So history shows that as 
we learn more in terms of how to manage a temperate rainforest, things have been 
getting more restrictive with the successive plan changes that have happened, I would 
say in general. So I think the answer is yes, in terms of is it more restrictive now in the 
2016 plan versus the previous one. I would say in general, yeah, it probably has more 
protective standards in some areas. 

Speaker 3: Thank you. 

Speaker 1: Yep. Back here? 

Speaker 10: Yeah. I have a question. You said there's 165,000 acres of old growth. 

Speaker 1: Correct. 

Speaker 10: Potentially in this option. And we all know it's not all 9.2 physical rock do you know how 
much old growth that you mean? 

Speaker 1: I used to have that number off the top of my head. I think I got in here. I think I want to 
say there's about 900,000 acres of old growth across all of the Tongass or something, of 
high productive old growth acres. But then, it might say high productive, that doesn't 
even come from Muskeg and that old growth kind of scrubby stuff that's out there. So I 
don't want to talk myself into a hole I can't get out of because I don't know the facts off 
the top of my head. So [crosstalk 00:41:07]- 

Speaker 10: Just curious about that there's an understanding of 165,000 acres of the 9.2- 
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Speaker 1: Yeah. So right now we have the current '16 forest plan advising there's around 300 to 
330,000 acres as suitable. So this would add 185 for that purpose. 

Speaker 6: I used to live and work at a fishing lodge on Prince of Wales just outside Kasaan, and 
while I was there Sealaska logging came in and did some selective logging in the area 
that I was living. Basically, they send out timber crews, marked trees, came out in the 
spring, picked those specific trees to come down, helicoptered them out, so there 
wasn't a need for roads. And part of the reasoning behind that besides the roadless 
rules they were explaining that a lot of the timber on Prince of Wales was really suitable 
for what they wanted. It was mostly in our area were suitable for pulp. 

Speaker 6: It wasn't especially lucrative. And so, this was the way that they were able to sort of 
sustainably log the area, get the trees you need without disturbing the surrounding 
habitat as much as clear cutting. So to me it seems like there are these more sustainable 
alternatives to clear cutting that don't necessarily require building roads. So am I wrong 
in assuming that the main impetus in lifting the roadless rule is to start clear cutting 
again? 

Speaker 1: No. I don't think it's necessarily just that. I mean, when you look at the purpose of me 
for doing the project, I think it really is looking at that interdependence of economic 
dependence on the national border that sits out there. And that may be from timber. 
We all know that timber has played a pretty declining role in terms of the economy 
portfolio in south eastern Alaska. Just a real small proportion of mining, fishing, tourism. 
Those are really kind of our backbone of the economy. 

Speaker 1: So I think what I'm hearing is it's more about timber? Yes, to some degree. But also 
access to the land that's being used. So no, in terms of helicopter logging and that type 
of thing, there's different systems, different ways. The roadless rule doesn't apply to 
Sealaska lands or it doesn't apply to private lands, or Native corporation lands. So it 
really only applies to national forest in there. 

Speaker 6: So this feasibly is also just a way for outside entities to come in and compete with Native 
corporations that already have harvest rates in these areas, or? 

Speaker 1: No. I don't believe so. We didn't disclose that. That's not part of the analysis, we haven't 
described anything in terms of- 

Speaker 6: I guess what I was trying to ask was if Native corporations already have harvest rights in 
some of these areas, opening them up would just mean, correct me if I'm wrong, but 
that just means that other organizations, for-profit organizations would be able to come 
in and harvest in the same areas as well. So that just to me seems like competition with 
Native people that already have rights to harvest? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So again, the roadless rule in our work is only on national forest systems land. So 
what happens on Sealaska or native corporation lands. So that's where their- 

Speaker 6: [crosstalk 00:44:47]- 
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Speaker 1: ... decision made. It has nothing to do with us. So they use the same distances that use 
the national forest, too, for logging activities. And if I'm going to go back to really kind of 
more of an economic purpose, I guess I'm going to go to the 2016 forest plan and that 
whole transition from old growth to young growth. It talks about needing to kind of 
have that economic reach. So the timber industry can make that change without using 
the infrastructure that they put in place. 

Speaker 6: And that's going to fall [crosstalk 00:45:15] ... So if the design is to transition to young 
growth, that young growth primarily seems like it exists in areas that were already clear 
cut, and those are already half growths like Smith Cove on Prince of Wales as an existing 
logging road system to a giant pack of new growth, so again, what purpose would 
repealing the roadless rule serve towards harvesting areas that are already accessible by 
road? 

Speaker 1: [crosstalk 00:45:48] those areas aren't roadless because they have roads now, yeah. 

Speaker 6: So they're the roaded roadless. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. There's a lot of them even before the 2003 roadless rule, there's a lot of acres that 
have managed to be timber harvested out there, and those aren't within the [crosstalk 
00:46:00]. 

Speaker 6: Okay. 

Speaker 1: Yeah. Okay. 

Speaker 6: What's the name of this plan for these roads that are giving private access to 
communities once the logging operations are done? 

Speaker 1: The rule does propose to build any roads, so [crosstalk 00:46:15]- 

Speaker 6: I think I read that most of them will be decommissioned, right? 

Speaker 1: Well, yeah, it probably does say that. A lot of the strategy nowadays is more temporary 
road construction. 

Speaker 6: So once the logging's done, our decommissioned roads that are not getting anything 
[crosstalk 00:46:28] communities. 

Speaker 1: Well, if the road was specifically for timber saling, then that would be apt. But there 
could be roads for other purposes such as developing this whole watershed water 
source, or communication site, or tourism activity, other things out there. So there's 
other purposes for building roads other than for accessing [crosstalk 00:46:49]- 

Speaker 6: But the logging roads are pretty much done when the logging's done? 
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Speaker 1: It depends from sale to sale. I mean, you'd have to take look at each individual sale and 
what the long-term plan is. Because nowadays we're doing a lot of stewardship work, 
the restoration and whatnot, so the road may be needed for longer term, and then 
we're going to ask other tourism activities if access to that fishing place or a tourists or 
something that there could be a purpose to keep those roads up. 

Speaker 10: [crosstalk 00:47:16]. That's a joke. 

Speaker 13: [crosstalk 00:47:19] have time for a question. 

Speaker 1: One more question? 

Speaker 13: Yeah. 

Speaker 1: Okay. All right. Who wants to get the last question? 

Speaker 13: What's your favorite color? Green? 

Speaker 1: Green forest. 

Speaker 13: [crosstalk 00:47:37] what actually spurs the creating of this new proposal? Is it 
something in the schedule within the existing plan, or is this the effect of industry 
logging and- 

Speaker 1: In terms of the regulation itself, what started it? 

Speaker 13: Yeah. What spurred that creation? 

Speaker 1: Yeah. Well, there's been a long contention in Alaska about the application of the 
roadless rule here. Ever since the beginning. In 2001 when they wrote this rule, when it 
came out as a proposed rule that exempted the Tongass. And then there was a period 
where the Tongass was going to not be exempt, it was going to apply for the Tongass, 
but it was going to have a three year period before it actually applied. And then when 
the 2001 rule finally came out and got finalized, the Tongass, it didn't apply to the 
Tongass. 

Speaker 1: So I think there is some sense that that decision making, how it went from it was 
exempt, originally that was the plan, then it was going to have some space, then all of a 
sudden it just kind of came down, hasn't set well with some people, and I would say the 
state of Alaska. So this thing has been important since day one, and that's why you get 
this kind of back and forth, and I think the State of Alaska saw an opportunity to engage 
in some rule making. 

Speaker 9: It's not really a question. Can you just explain exactly what was happening between 
seven and nine, because I think there's a lot [crosstalk 00:49:12]- 
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Speaker 1: Yeah. I can do that right now. Okay. So what we're going to do, we're going to take a 30 
minutes break, and what we're going to do at 7:00, it's called a [crosstalk 00:49:24] 
subsistence hearing is what it is. So as part of developing an environmental impact 
statement, we need to look at what are the impacts to subsistence resources? So 
impacts could be your build would need to access those subsistence resources, or 
there's actually the management of access and availability. So what we do during this 
period of time that's prescribed in the [Milka 00:49:50] we kind of set up a hearing is 
what we do. 

Speaker 1: And we've got some microphones, and people come up, and they read their testimony. 
Some people just speak freely, some people have prepared statements, however you 
want to do it. Depending on how many people actually sign up, we may have to meter 
out how much time, because if we have 100 people and two hours, we want to make 
sure everybody has an opportunity to speak. And what it does, we'll take those 
recordings and you're officially on the record at that point in time, we give them to a 
professional transcriber, they transcribe them up, they go into public comments 
specifically for [crosstalk 00:50:22]. 

Speaker 9: And specifically that's assistance for hunting, fishing- 

Speaker 1: I would say that's the intent, but people have talked about A to Z in terms of what they 
want to say here. But the intent is to provide some assistance and information. We're 
good on that? 

Speaker 14: Question on that. So is it kind of like our own testimony, we can comment, it's all 
people? 

Speaker 1: It's all people. Yeah. It's all people. Really the testimony we get, we'll first look at it in 
terms of impacts to sustenance resources and the environmental impact statement, but 
if there's other information in there we'll just treat as public given comments and in the 
end consider that, too. But they don't have any more weight one way or the other. Just 
some people like to speak more than write, so. 

Speaker 14: And when you define subsistence, it is livelihood, or like I mean the forest provides 
oxygen [crosstalk 00:51:21]- 

Speaker 1: Yeah. So there's a rule preference for subsistence users protected under federal law. So 
Skagway is one of the communities designated as a rule community. So residents of this 
community have the right to take subsistence resources whether that's deer, or berries, 
or gathering firewood, all these things that can be done under the conservatory 
subsistence authority. 

Speaker 13: And folks, just to remind you that we are taking public comments, and any type of 
written comment, bring it back here and we'll add it into the reference pool. 

Speaker 1: Okay. All right. Are we all good? 7:00? All right. 
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Speaker 13: Real quick, we've got someone from the southeast conservation council brought a little 
banner here in support of alternative one like I am, we're going to take a quick photo up 
here in the front if anybody wants to get in the photo [crosstalk 00:52:07]. Oh, good. 
Yeah. [crosstalk 00:52:07]. 

Speaker 5: Where are we going? Do we go up front? 

Speaker 15: Oh, you would know the best place. We can do it right here. [crosstalk 00:52:38]. 
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Haines Alaska Roadless Rule Public Meeting: Recorded on December 7th, 2019 

Ken: So in January of 2018, the state of Alaska petitioned the Secretary of Agriculture for a 
full exemption of the Tongass National Forest citing the need for economic 
development opportunities. As you know, the Tongass National Forest is extremely 
unique. It's unique in size at 16.7 million acres, the Tongass is the largest national forest 
in the national forest system. Also the percent of roadless areas, as I said before Tongass 
has 55% of it's considered roadless areas. That's fairly unusual for a national forest to 
have that much roadless area. 

Ken: Also, the local community dependence on the Tongass is unique. About 80% of 
Southeast Alaska is comprised of the Tongass National Forest. In addition, 32 
communities throughout Southeast Alaska are completely surrounded by a national 
forest system. That makes whatever occurs on the Tongass extremely important to 
these communities. 

Ken: Then also lastly, the unique statutory considerations is very unique to the Tongass. 
Specifically, we have the Tongass Timber Reform Act and then the National Interest 
Lands and Conservation Act that apply to the Tongass as well as other areas, but it's 
pretty unique for a national forest to have those kind of statutory considerations. 

Ken: So, when we received the petition ... or the secretary received the petition in January, 
he felt that an Alaska specific Roadless Rule would be a good platform to develop a long 
term and durable approach for managing roadless areas and also managing it in context 
of Alaska's unique social economic and ecological situation. 

Ken: And so, in June of 2018 the secretary directed the Forest Service to begin working on 
the Alaska Roadless Rule. In August of 2018, the Forest Service issued a notice of intent 
to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, which initiated the entire rule making 
process and it also initiated a 45 day public scoping process which occurred last 
September and October. 

Ken: Based on that scoping process, we received about 144,000 comments. Based on those 
144,000 comments, we started working on developing the alternatives that are now 
included in the draft Environmental Impact Statement, which we issued in September of 
2019. And then ... or we issued it in October of 2019 and we issued the notice of 
availability for the draft Environmental Impact Statement as well as the proposed rule 
and that initiated the 60 day public comment period which we're in today. It ends on 
December 17th. 

Speaker 2: Can you characterize those comments you've received? 

Ken: Well, it's really hard to ... I can get into that a little bit too here, but that question comes 
up a lot and I would say that the majority of the commenters supported a no action 
alternative. 
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Speaker 3: What, in terms of majority, what kind of numbers were presented [inaudible 00:03:50]? 

Ken: I would say like 90%. That's hard to really characterize be the majority of those 144,000 
comments are what we call form letters and so that means one side had a very effective 
form campaign to get the people out and commenting on it. 

Ken: Based on those ... as you know, the proposed rule that we identified in October is the 
alternative six, the full exemption alternative. What that means is there's going to be no 
regulatory prohibitions on timber harvest, road construction, or road reconstruction 
within the 9.2 million acres of inventory roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. 
However, that doesn't mean that there's no direction or constraints on any activity on 
those 9.2 million acres. Those activities would be guided by primarily the 2016 Tongass 
Forest Plan as well as the [inaudible 00:05:03] of other environmental laws, regulations, 
and policies that we had to follow. 

Ken: Also on alternative six, on the Chugach National Forest, the 2001 Roadless Rule would 
remain in place. However, there is an administrative correction and boundary 
modification process that we're proposing for the Chugach National Forest. And so, 
based on 20 years of experience of implementing the 2001 Roadless Rule, we found a 
need for an administrative mechanism to be able to change minor boundary 
modifications based on change conditions, new mapping, and also just finding errors in 
our matter. 

Ken: So one of the other alternatives that we considered is the required no action 
alternative. That means the 2001 Roadless Rule would remain in place on both the 
Chugach and Tongass National Forest unchanged. This is a required alternative. 
Between alternative one and alternative six, we kind of considered that the book end of 
our alternatives, of our range of alternatives that we considered. 

Ken: This kind of gets at your question about some of the nature of the comments we got, 
based on the 144,000 comments we received during scoping, we identified three key 
issues that helped us drive the development of the alternatives and also helped us 
frame up our analysis. Those three key issues was to conserve the [inaudible 00:06:42] 
characteristics, which seems fairly obvious. Then second one was to support community 
socioeconomic well being. This also includes Alaskan native culture and rural 
subsistence lifestyle is built into that issue. Then lastly, the last issue that we heard 
people were concerned about was conserving terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and 
biodiversity. 

Ken: So what we did with those comments and those alternatives, we needed to develop a 
range of alternatives that addressed those three significant issues. One way we did that 
was to develop a range of management approaches to apply within roadless areas. 
Going from most restricted to least restricted, we developed one to five different 
roadless area management categories, with watershed priority being the most 
restrictive. 
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Ken: We've developed this watershed management category in response to what we heard 
was people did not want the key watersheds to be impacted and there was a high level 
of concerns towards fisheries. So what we did is, we developed a management category 
that's more restrictive than the 2001 Roadless Rule. When we say more restrictive, that 
means there's less exceptions that could occur, less things that you could do within 
these areas that we identify as large in priority. 

Ken: We applied those to key watersheds that were identified in the 2016 Forest Plan. Those 
key watersheds were also known as the Tongass 77 Watersheds and the Nature 
Conservancy Autobahn Society Conservation areas. We applied that to those 
watersheds within roadless areas. There is another category that we applied and it's 
called LUD Two priority. This management category within roadless areas essentially 
mimics the statutory requirements for LUD Twos, and LUD stands for Land Use 
Designation. The LUD Two areas were established by congress to be managed for wild 
land character. 

Ken: It's very very similar to roadless area management, however slightly different. So, we 
had with the 2001 Roadless Rule, we had a statutory requirement that we have to meet 
and have no discretion not to meet as well as another layer on top of the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. Those two directions are similar but different. It was kind of confusing to both the 
public as well as land managers. So, to simplify that we tried to boil it down just to the 
statutory considerations or requirements. 

Ken: The roadless management category, roadless priority, is very similar to the 2001 
Roadless Rule requirements, however it's just a little bit less restrictive in that we allow 
for Alaska specific concerns that we heard such as development for hydropower access 
and tree harvest for native cultural uses and ... I think those were the big ones. 

Ken: Then, there was another category that we developed called Community Use Priority. We 
developed that in response to specific communities wanting greater flexibility around 
their communities but didn't want the large scale timber harvest that occurred 20 years 
ago near their community. So, I'll get into that a little bit more. 

Ken: Then lastly is timber priority, which is essentially there's really no restriction to road 
construction, timber harvest, or road reconstruction, although it is within roadless 
areas. So we applied those differentially across the alternatives, alternatives two 
through five. With the watershed priority, we applied that to alternatives two and three. 
The community use priority we only applied that to alternative three. The LUD Two 
priority, we applied that to alternatives two, four, and five. Timber priority is only 
applied to alternative four. And then, the roadless priority, that was kind of our catch-all 
management category and that applied to all the action alternatives that were not the 
book ends. 

Speaker 4: Can you say before you go on, the colors, it's a little hard to see the key. 

Ken: Yeah. So this is the timber priority and this is the acreage. So this shows the percentage 
or the relative difference of how it's applied. These green ones are the roadless 
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priorities, this is the watershed priority here, timber priority is that one, the community 
priority is this one, the LUD Two priority is right here. And those are the same acreage 
because that's defined by statute. 

Ken: So like I said before, there's these nine roadless areas characteristics that were 
identified in the 2001 roadless [inaudible 00:12:41] are typically found in inventory 
roadless areas. The state of Alaska had a citizen advisory preview of a group of people 
that helped informed their input to the process. The Citizen's Advisory Committee, 
when they reviewed the roadless area characteristics, they felt that it was not reflective 
of the conditions in Southeast Alaska. 

Ken: They recommended that we change those. In all the action alternatives other than 
alternative six, the roadless area characteristics developed by the state's Citizen 
Advisory Committee will be applied and it's not exactly what they provided but we had 
to take their input and make it operational, so we adjusted it slightly to make it usable 
for us. How the agency uses these roadless area characteristics is when we propose a 
project in roadless areas, we analyze the effects of the project against those roadless 
area characteristics to determine the effect or the impact on roadless area. 

Ken: So to go into a little bit more detail on these other alternatives, the non book end 
alternatives, alternative two is the most restrictive of the action alternatives. Really, it 
provides just a little bit more timber opportunity. We do that by removing these areas 
that we call roaded roadless areas. Like I said before, we do have some roadless areas 
that have roads in it. We have about 110,000 acres across the Tongass National Forest 
that we consider roaded roadless areas. 

Ken: With this alternative, we removed those roaded areas from inventory roadless 
designation. Those would have no restriction for road construction or timber harvest 
within those areas. In addition, we applied the watershed priority to the Tongass 77 
watersheds and nature conservancy alongside of your conservation areas. In addition to 
that, we applied essentially the old growth restriction on those key watersheds outside 
of roadless areas. We applied that so that would become a regulatory requirement if 
this alternative were selected. Then the LUD Two areas which are statutory required 
areas to be managed in a certain way. We applied that management category and then 
the rest of the areas received the roadless areas priority. 

Ken: So alternative three is very similar to two in that to provide the additional timber 
opportunities, we dropped the roaded roadless areas from the inventory roadless areas, 
but in addition to that, we have areas that are adjacent to the roaded roadless areas. 
We call those the logical extensions of the road system. These are areas that we felt 
were the most likely areas to be harvested or the most economical areas to be 
harvested because they're in close proximity to an existing transportation system. 

Ken: Those areas which we them out to a watershed boundary, those areas were dropped 
from roadless area designation. Then also, we only applied the watershed priority to this 
alternative and then the remaining areas received the roadless priority. We also applied 
the community priority and the community use priority area, like I said before, it was 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=OswcRQPu3yBufFqgVD6-SRoeF6oMd3QFtYa96M-k1ZVLBx7zPVb0k5KF4zOwNR7IPKw7bKsHbg9cSrbPcCUA2z6psmk&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 12, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Haines Roadless Meeting 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 5 of 22 

 

based on comments that people wanted additional flexibility around their communities, 
however, they were concerned about large scale timber harvest. 

Ken: So what we did here is we allowed small scale timber harvest within these community 
use priority areas and we define the small scale timber harvest as less than one million 
boards each per sale. We only looked at it in context of if it were requested by a 
municipal government, a tribal government, or a non profit community association as 
defined by Alaska's statute. 

Ken: We applied it to Juneau, Ketchikan, Sitka, Wrangell, Allakaket, Kake, and Hydaburg. We 
would consider applying it to other communities if requested by municipal government, 
a tribal government, or a non profit community association. 

Speaker 5: I have a question. 

Ken: Sure. 

Speaker 5: In the roaded roadless areas in the extensions that you talked about, what consideration 
is given to not fragmenting old growth? When you look at those areas, did you consider 
that at all? 

Ken: We did not. It was just purely the areas that were currently roaded and the areas 
immediately adjacent to those. There's about 110,000 roaded roadless and another 
addition 110,000 adjacent or the logical extensions. So about a total 220 I think. 

Speaker 5: Thank you. 

Ken: Alternative four provides a little bit more greater opportunity for timber harvest. Here 
based on the 2016 Forest Plan, they identify or they mapped out across the landscape, 
areas that they were considered okay for development. We called those the 
Development LUDs or the Development Land Use Designations. What we did here is we 
applied the timber priority, and if you remember that pretty much allows timber harvest 
and road construction within those areas, even though they're roadless areas. 

Ken: We applied those to the two development LUDs that were identified in the 2016 Forest 
Plan, specifically the timber priority land use designation, the timber development land 
use designation, and the modified landscape land use designation. This alternative also 
drops the logical extensions and the roaded roadless areas from roadless area 
designation. Then, we also applied LUD to the remaining are received that roadless area 
priority. 

Ken: Alternative five is very similar to one of the citizens advisory committee alternatives or 
options developed and basically there's three land use designations that were identified 
in the Forest Plan for development. All those would be removed from roadless area 
designation. That would be the timber development, the modified landscape, as well as 
scenic areas. 
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Ken: In addition, during the 2016 process we identified areas with mineral potential. That 
mineral overlayed those areas with mineral potential were also dropped from roadless 
area designations. So, obviously we have a range of alternatives with alternative one 
being the most restrictive and all 9.2 million acres remain in designated roadless areas 
all the way to no acres in alternative six being designated as roadless areas. 

Ken: You might look at, it generally follows ... this is most restricted to least restricted. Then 
you kind of look at these acreages and go, "Well, it doesn't really follow." There's some 
reasons for that. Even though we dropped some roadless areas from alternative two, 
like that 220 or 110,000 acres of roaded roadless areas, we also added some. So, we 
looked at the 2003 and the 2008 wilderness inventories and we looked at the areas that 
were greater than 5,000 acres and we added those areas back into the roadless 
inventory. 

Ken: In addition to that, the 2001 Roadless Rule did not consider small islands and did not 
designate small islands as roadless areas. What we did is those islands that were not 
roaded, we added those into the roadless inventory. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 6: How is the selection for the Citizen's Advisory Committee representatives, how is that 
made? 

Ken: I do not know because that was a state process and the state did all that. I wish we had 
somebody from the state here. I'm not familiar with how they did that. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 7: What was the habitat like with the conditions of the islands? How did you ... what 
islands were appropriate and which weren't- 

Ken: It was just whether they had roads or not. Roads and timber harvest. Those two things 
were the driving criteria. Then you also look at this one, alternative three and you go, 
"Well, why is this less than alternative four?" We were saying that this is more 
restrictive than this alternative. The reason why is because of those LUD Two 
designations. Those LUD Two designations, we dropped them from alternative three 
because they already have statutory protection. So, we felt it was unnecessary and it 
was also very confusing to have two layers of direction, a statutory and a regulatory set 
of direction within here. We feel that the LUD Two areas, even though they are not 
included in this alternative still receive protection, and they do through the statute. So, 
our draft of Environmental Impact Statement, we summarize the impacts ... yes, sir? 

Speaker 8: I'm sorry. 

Ken: No problem. 

Speaker 8: The LUD status versus the other status, the statute status, how do those things ... how 
can they change? You say you eliminate the LUDs but what are the conditions it would 
require one to change the LUD? 

Ken: The LUD Two? 
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Speaker 8: Yeah. 

Ken: So, we don't really eliminate it, we just don't designate it as roadless areas, but it still 
has the LUD Two designation and requirements. The only way we can do that, the only 
want anybody can do that is through congress because only congress can change a law. 

Speaker 8: Thank you. 

Ken: In terms of the impacts, once again we have a range of impacts but we've received a lot 
of criticism about our environmental effects analysis and one of the reasons people 
have been criticizing us is they look at this chart and they say, "Clearly alternative six, 
you're dropping all the roadless area protection across 9.2 million acres. How can you 
have such little effect?" The reason we don't have a lot of effects across all the 
alternatives is the 2016 Forest Plan is kind of the back stop to the effects. 

Ken: All the impact, the majority of the impacts to roadless areas, which are timber harvest, 
road construction, would be driven by the level of timber harvest. That level of timber 
harvest does not change across any of the alternatives. That is why you don't see a large 
difference in environmental impact. So, the 2016 Forest Plan identified 46 million board 
feet per year that the Forest Service should be offering up for sale. 

Ken: That number, that 46 million board feet is based off of the Forest Service estimate of 
demand which we're required to, by law, to product through the Tongass Timber 
Reform Act. That number does not change in any of these alternatives and we can't ... 
we're never going to go above that unless the demand changes and we have a process 
in place with the 2016 Forest Plan to modify that as needed. Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 9: Considering that that could happen, that there could ... it could change, why is it that 
now that we know what we know, why isn't carbon issues, aren't they listed as impact? 
In other words, the effect on the planet. 

Ken: The carbon storage issue ... we've received a lot of criticism on that too. Once again, it's 
all related to the level of harvest. From our perspective and when you look at it as 
Tongass wide impact, it doesn't matter if you're getting 46 million board feet of timber 
in non roadless areas or a mix of roadless areas and non roadless areas. You still have 
the same amount of carbon removal and the same amount of sequestration. 

Speaker 9: I guess what I'm wondering is, haven't we progressed enough that it should actually get 
its own little box? That's what I'm saying. Even if the answer for it is the same as what 
you said, because we're already limited by how much timber is being taken, why doesn't 
it appear? 

Ken: Mainly it's our process, the way the National Environmental Policy Act basically says we 
should focus in on the significant issues. If it doesn't change across alternatives, we 
don't consider that to be a significant issue therefore, we shouldn't spend our time 
doing a lot of analysis. That is one way we try to make our analysis more efficient is by 
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not focusing our analysis on things that don't change across alternatives and we believe 
that that does not change across alternatives. 

Speaker 9: Today. 

Ken: Today. Correct. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 10: So you're assuming that the impacts are the same because the volumes are the same. If 
you're talking about reroading or new roads into old growth, that was the assumption 
that you had to make then? 

Ken: Yeah. So the- 

Speaker 10: That the impacts were the same? That doesn't seem at all appropriate. 

Ken: So the 2016 Forest Plan estimated amount of roads absent a Roadless Rule and I think 
they estimated it to be 24 miles of road that would be constructed across the next 
hundred years and we felt like that was fairly insignificant. When you look at it in 
context of Southeast Alaska, essentially that's no effect. Yeah. We are going to relook at 
that because like you said, we've got a lot- 

Speaker 10: There's a lot of issues associated with that that you're not considering [inaudible 
00:28:50]. 

Ken: Yeah. Then also, the second part of that is the key watersheds are protected as well as 
the environmental constraints that we have that are identified in the Forest Plan such as 
riparian buffers and beach buffers, et cetera that still apply across all the alternatives. 
Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 11: It's not just carbon, it's warming, it's erosion, and roads are going to impact that even if 
the level of volume of timber harvest stays the same. We're living in a country now 
where we ... our homes may be threatened by major forest fires, fisheries are already 
being impacted and we're doing something right with this roadless area that we have 
right now and that's why you've gotten so many comments to keep it. I feel like what 
you're presenting here is not inadequate enough. 

Ken: Yeah. Well, I appreciate that. Please submit your comments to tell us how we could do it 
differently. In terms of the effects, right now we feel fairly confident that it's fairly 
minimal based on the fact that the level of harvest doesn't change. Our perspective is if 
you're cutting an acre in non roadless versus an acre in roadless, it's similar effects. 

Frank: Let me just help with that a little bit because one things you guys remember, in 2016 
Forest Plan, we wrote that because we are continuing our transition to young growth. 
Young growth stands already have roads in them and that's why we're not building 
more roads. We're going to continue migrating to young growth and so we hope to have 
it all young growth within the next 15 year. I mean, that's our plan. That's why ... Ken 
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keeps talking about the back stop, that's our Forest Plan. That's what we're holding to. 
Just remember that that's where we're going to continue to head down that road. 

Speaker 13: So, what happens with the next Forest Plan? It might not be the same people writing 
that plan, there might not be the same kind of input. You could see a totally different 
Forest Plan and then that might not have that back stop. 

Ken: I'm not going to say that you couldn't. There'll be an associated public involvement 
process with a Forest Plan revision. Who knows when that's going to happen? We don't 
know. 

Frank: Just remember, it takes almost eight years to move through a Forest Plan. It's not a fast 
process. But you're right, it could change. 

Ken: Yes, sir? 

Speaker 14: I think unto that point, the Citizen's Advisory Committee which is this organization 
established by I assume the governor's office or Chris [inaudible 00:32:14] they're 
putting their priorities and in a sense they're preempting a more down at the ground 
level public process so that their alternatives have greater wave in fact than what the 
public input is provided to you. 

Ken: We consider alternatives two and three, I think they represent a lot of the people that 
were more towards the no action alternative or didn't mind a little bit adjustment to the 
2001 Roadless Rule. Alternative two is very similar to and offers quite a bit of protection 
for roadless areas. The real difference in alternative two versus the 2001 Roadless Rule 
is about 110,000 acres really. Yes, ma'am. 

Speaker 11: That's double, right? The 110 to 220,000 is like double. 

Ken: Yeah. From alternatives two to three. 

Speaker 11: No, from one to two. 

Speaker 15: No, one to zero. 

Ken: One's the [inaudible 00:33:24]. 

Speaker 15: One is no change. 

Ken: No change. 

Speaker 11: Right. But for what's available now. Didn't you say that there were certain number acres 
available now or did I misunderstand? 
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Ken: I don't quite understand your question. Let's talk after the main session, maybe I can 
help clarify that because I didn't understand. Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 16: I'm trying to get a picture for determining when something is labeled as roadless. In 
other words, say a road is cut through this area, how far away from the world does the 
classification roadless begin? In other words, how much acreage is that road determined 
to impact? 

Ken: That's a good question. 

Speaker 16: Somebody must have had that answer in order to figure out the number. So, what is it? 

Ken: I think it's 1,000 feet, I think. Alaska's different than the lower 48. In the lower 48, it was 
200 feet but I think in Alaska it's 1,000. 

Speaker 16: So it's 1,000 feet away they're saying, "Okay. We won't take ..." But you can take all of 
the trees all of the way up to the edge of that 1,000 feet, so the road's not effecting it 
but the cut is effecting this particular area. The beginning of being labeled roadless 
starts at about 1,000 feet on each side? 

Ken: Yes. Generally speaking. That's not exactly true, it's not 100% true across the ... because 
a lot of the mapping is old, a lot of the mapping is not accurate from the original 2001 
Roadless Rule designation. 

Speaker 16: But in order to determine the numbers, did somebody draw a map [crosstalk 00:35:05]? 

Ken: Yes. 

Speaker 16: This road would cut through this must and then all this [crosstalk 00:35:13]. 

Ken: Yeah. In terms of what we did for alternatives too, we took it up to a watershed 
amount. Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 11: So, what cost benefit analysis have you done on how much subsidies are required for 
opening up more logging and help for the industry. 

Ken: Yeah. Maybe you can help with this but the forest service, the timber purchasers have 
to pay for [inaudible 00:35:42] roads. You hear about how across the ... everybody's 
been talking about how the forest service subsidizes that, but a lot of those caught ... it 
depends on how you look at costs of a timber program. They include our entire timber 
budget in that calculation when they say we're losing money and subsidizing it. A lot of 
those funds are used for administrative purposes, a lot of those funds are used for 
timber sales never are offered or sold, and a lot of it's for the analysis associated with it. 
But the actual timber sale itself, we have laws that require us that they can't be below 
cost. 
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Frank: And it funds a lot of our restoration work. All of our, well not all but a good amount of 
our restoration work is funded by timber sales. 

Speaker 11: You need less restoration if you cut less. Make fewer problems, correct? 

Frank: We're fixing stuff that was clear cut 60-70 years ago. 

Ken: Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 18: I'm just wondering, since the 2016 plan how many million acres have been cut annually? 

Ken: Do you know that? I do not know that. It's around 30 million. It's not very high. 

Speaker 18: So it seems like you are having fewer impacts over the last few years, which if you 
increase to your alternative where you can cut whatever and you have roads, you will 
have the maximum cuts possibly and have many greater impacts. 

Ken: Potentially. However, the base line we're considering is the effects permeated at 46 
million board feet of harvest per year. That's what we consider our base line, our no 
action alternative. 

Speaker 18: But it seems like as soon as you increase the amount of area you can road, you're going 
to have- 

Ken: Maybe and maybe not. A lot of it's demand driven. The tariffs are reducing demands so 
that's having an effect on the amount of volume we sell. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 19: You touched on criticism regarding costs, economic costs of these sales. I wanted to ask 
you a little bit more about that. There's a non partisan group based in east coast that's 
been around looking at the Tongass for at least 40 or so years, Taxpayers or Common 
Sense. It came out with a report in October of this year and it's saying there's a lot of 
ways to look at costs versus benefits. 

Speaker 19: They have an array. They look at several different perspectives but the best I can 
determine from looking at all of those is that it costs the federal treasury $20 for every 
dollar that they take in with the timber program. I guess my question is, is there 
anything in federal regulation that requires these timber sales to actually make money 
for the federal treasury and if not, where's the cut off? 

Ken: Yes. There is a regulation that we can not have a below cost. It doesn't necessarily have 
to make a lot of money, but it can't be below cost. I'm not the best person to talk to 
that. Are you versed in the [crosstalk 00:39:42]. 

Frank: No. I don't know. I can't answer your question. I just know the cost [inaudible 00:39:47] 
they have to be able to show apply. Black and red. It has to be a positive sale. 
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Speaker 19: Even 20 or 30 years ago, this same organization came up with similar inclusions about 
the Tongass. That's been worn out. A lot of people have looked at the economics of 
these things. I guess what I'm wondering is who's getting the money from this? 
Somebody. If the government's paying 20 bucks for every dollar that they take in, 
somebody's getting rich. Is it the multi billionaires? It's not us. 

Ken: Like I said before, a lot of it depends on how you account for this. The office we're in is 
being paid by ... some of it by the timber appropriations that are made by congress as 
well as the other things. I think it gets spread out. It gets spread out in salaries, leases, 
contracts, other things. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 20: So the 46 million board feet, which is the 2016 Forest Plan harvest volume. Yet, you said 
over the last umpteen years you've probably cut 30 million. So maybe on the Tongass 
right now we're cutting 10 million a year? 

Ken: No it's 30 probably average. 

Speaker 20: Oh, 30 average. Okay. The 30 average is actually timber that's going to a mill. It's 
actually cost effective in the sense that a sale is offered and then there has been bidders 
that have bid on the sale and then cut the timber? 

Ken: [crosstalk 00:41:51] We kind of got stuck here. Let's see. Like you said, we're almost 
done here. There's multiple ways you can get additional information. We have two 
websites, the project website and a general forest ... our roadless website. There's a 
handout over there with the website addresses. We also have a story map online that 
you can go to. This last tab is probably the most useful tab because that last tab you can 
turn on and off all the alternative layers as well as certain data layers and you can zoom 
in and out. So, you can go to a specific area of your interest on the Tongass to see how 
the alternatives mesh with that area that you're interested in. 

Ken: There's multiple ways to comment. You can go to the regulations.gov website, comment 
there. We have a project website. I would say that this project website is the best way 
to comment because it has all our fields that we're interested in and you can just fill it 
out or you can send a hard copy to that address and we would consider it that way. We 
also have a inbox, an electronic inbox that you can send comments to. Or you can 
provide comments to us here, written comments to us at this meeting and we'll make 
sure that they're entered into the system for consideration. 

Ken: Next steps, the public comment process, this 60 day comment period ends December 
17th. We will need to have your comments by then. We're wrapping up the public 
meetings and subsistence hearings. We were supposed to have them wrapped up last 
month but we're still trying to wrap them up now. I think this might be the last ... well 
no, we've got one more next week. Then we will, once the comment period closes, we 
will begin work on the FEIS, the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 

Ken: During that time, we will continue our Tribal and Alaska Native Corporation 
consultation, government-to-government consultation, as well as we will continue to 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=OswcRQPu3yBufFqgVD6-SRoeF6oMd3QFtYa96M-k1ZVLBx7zPVb0k5KF4zOwNR7IPKw7bKsHbg9cSrbPcCUA2z6psmk&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 12, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Haines Roadless Meeting 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 13 of 22 

 

meet with the public and address your concerns and if you want, we can come back out 
and help you ... we'll meet with you if you want and discuss your concerns. Then 
hopefully, we plan to have the Final Environmental Impact Statement out in late spring 
of 2020. After that, the Secretary of Agriculture will review the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement, make a determination on what should become the final rule and in 
summer of 2020, we plan to issue a final Roadless Rule and a Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. So, let's go to this guy on the left. 

Speaker 21: Couple of questions. One, as this process was going through in the fall, which alternative 
were you thinking you were more leaning towards until our governor basically sat down 
with Donald Trump on his airplane, Air Force One, and Trump basically gave the edict I 
guess to Purdue that we need to go for the maximum total exemption. Was there any ... 
how did that gerrymander your process making? 

Ken: Well, we're just process people. We developed a range of alternatives that were 
responsitive. We knew that the Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible official in this, 
could select any one of those alternatives that we developed. It's not up to me to decide 
which alternative is selected, it's up to the Secretary of Agriculture to decide that. He 
weighs a lot of different things as well as the information contained in the drafted 
Environmental Impact Statement as well as direction from his boss. 

Speaker 21: I have one other question. As the sales are ... I think that there's been the cry that a lot 
of these sales for years has been losing money for the government, the government 
basically has tried to gerrymander a lot of the ways these sales are structured for yellow 
cedar, red cedar, because a lot of those things could go in round log export. It seems to 
me that if you build these roads in these areas, it's basically is going to increase the 
ability to cut old growth, which again basically goes as round log export, which is 
throwing money away in my perspective because a lot of that money basically ends up 
going to China. Granted, we do have tariffs now that have been conservation issue or 
basically provided some conservation. 

Speaker 21: That's really one of my concerns is that you start punching more roads in, not only the 
expense of the roads but you're also ... that's sort of a gerrymandering way of actually 
increasing the potential sale of area of a particular sale. 

Ken: I won't disagree, it does provide greater flexibility for the agency. 

Speaker 11: There's a document online that kind of summarizes the public comments today and 
there was a list of issues that maybe 15 that you identified as significant issues identified 
by the public to date. I thought those were all really good important significant issues, 
but there was nothing in there about climate change or global warming or our ocean 
acidification, all those things that really are strongly impacting us in this community 
where we live and that the Tongass, being roadless currently, is literally our firewall. 

Ken: I'm not going to dispute the fact that climate change is a big issue across the world. 
From our perspective, that doesn't really change with any of the alternatives. It's still a 
big issues worldwide. However, in terms of the contribution of the Roadless Rule to 
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that, we do not believe that effects the carbon sequestration concern because, once 
again, that's based on the fact that the level of harvest doesn't change throughout any 
of the alternatives. 

Speaker 11: I'm an aquatic ecologist okay, and I know that when you put in roads, you warm the 
land. When you cut trees, you warm the land. Every single thing we can do to protect 
our healthy whole forest is significant. For you to say it isn't, I don't know where that's 
coming from. 

Ken: Definitely provide that as input. Let me get, yes sir, in the back? 

Speaker 23: I heard you repeat this now a couple of times the idea that because you're looking at a 
specific volume of board feet that's going to a mill that you are equating that somehow 
to an absolutely equivalent effect in terms of carbon sequestration or carbon release in 
the logging activity and that's just scientifically false. That's flat out false. I think you 
probably even know that. 

Speaker 23: You know that obviously, completely clear cutting an old road forest and removing a 
certain amount of volume of board feet, you can log in a very very different manner and 
get a very different amount of carbon release maybe over a wider area, but less carbon 
release per acre and get a similar amount of board feet. The idea that you're just 
equating those across the board is just scientifically false. It doesn't seem fair to present 
that information to the public or present it as information because it's not actually 
correct information. 

Ken: Okay. Appreciate that. Yes, sir? Right here. 

Speaker 7: You say you'd get to the question I had regarding the 350,000 roughly acres that were 
not included. 

Ken: Okay, yes. I thought I address that. As I said, we did look at the ... I'll kind of try to 
describe how we decided what acres were in and out. We looked at the Road Rule list, 
the logical extensions, we looked at errors, land exchanges, all that. We removed some 
and then we also looked at the 2003, 2008 roadless area inventories and we added 
some stuff in there. What you have there is plus and minus. You saw that one chart that 
had various acres. The alternative two actually had more designated roadless areas than 
the 2001 Roadless Rule designated. I don't know if that answered your question or not. 
What specific 350,000 acres are you talking about? 

Speaker 7: There's a variety of places down in Tenakee, that's one in particular, where there's a 
number of drainages there that're not included. 

Ken: There's what? 

Speaker 7: A number of drainages were not included there, for one. There's multiple places across 
the Tongass that are not included and I'm just wondering why they were excluded from 
the inventory. 
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Ken: In terms of ... I can't tell you specifically a specific area. We looked at the ... there's other 
areas that were not included in the 2001 roadless inventory and that were part of the 
2003, 2008 inventories and if those areas were greater than 5,000 acres, we generally 
included them as part of the new inventory. Yeah. 

Speaker 25: You made a comment at the beginning of your presentation when you were asked how 
many letters did you get disposed and what the percentage of those letters basically 
leaning in one direction or the other and you made the comment that of those, a certain 
percentage of those were form letters. It sounded like you dismissed that that is a 
typical way of weeding out particular comments. Is that true and if that's so, how do you 
weigh somebody who basically may have a job that can't sit down and attend a full on 
meeting like this, full on comments, and they do rely on an organization that may 
provide them a quick way of responding to something? 

Ken: The National Environmental Policy Act process, the process we're using here, it's not a 
voting process. What it is is, we look at the issue raised and we follow the process 
outlined NEPA to essentially address the merits of the issue. We don't consider it in 
context of number of people that are a vote essentially. In terms of the NEPA process, 
it's not a majority rules process. However, that doesn't mean that that doesn't get 
considered. I just don't consider that. The Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible 
official, has broad discretion to consider a wide variety of things and that may be part of 
what he considers ultimately. In terms of our process and my end of it, that does not 
come into play. The number of ... how people are leaning one way or another. Our job is 
just to articulate the effects really based on the issues that people raised. If somebody 
raises an issue 50,000 times, it's still one issue to me and that's the way we consider it in 
our process. Yes ma'am, you had a question? 

Speaker 26: Yeah. But that just raised another one though. In other words, if the majority of 
Southeast Alaskans do not want to get rid of the Roadless Rule, they wanted alternative 
one, that wouldn't matter? 

Ken: It might matter to the Secretary of Agriculture, the responsible official. But in terms of 
the process that we use to feed into his decision, the environmental impacts, it does 
not. 

Speaker 26: Okay. Well, different question. I got the impression from Nicholas who brought up there 
are different ways to cut and you're going to get different impacts. I'm wondering if 
opening up ... you're saying if you have 46 million board feet allowed per year, it doesn't 
matter how you cut is what I'm hearing from you. 

Ken: No. It does matter how you cut. However, that's a project level concern so at the project 
level is where they would consider that. This is a programmatic analysis where we mean 
to stay broad and we aren't going to prescribe how a project should be cutting timber 
because there's too many variables. It's just generally not a good policy decision to be 
very prescriptive, so we're going to try to remain broad. The 2001 Roadless Rule was 
specific to the prohibition of timber harvest, road construction, road reconstruction, and 
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we're trying to remain at that level at this level of policy development and leave those, 
the how-to's, to the local decision makers. 

Speaker 26: But isn't it obvious that if you're going into a roadless area, you will have myriad effects? 

Ken: Yeah. You will have myriad effects. 

Speaker 26: And they would be greater than if you're going into an already roaded area. Isn't' that an 
impact that you need to consider? 

Ken: It is but based on the 2016 Forest Plan and really our analysis shows when we ... if we 
selected alternative six, the bottom line effect is it does ... it would open up 185,000 
acres additional areas for potential harvest. We know that all those 185,000 acres are 
not going to be harvested. Based on the 2016 Forest Plan, the estimate of potential road 
construction is very very small when you consider it in context of 24 miles across the 
next hundred years. A lot of that's attributed to the fact that we have this young growth 
strategy that will remain in place, the transition strategy, and the majority of that is 
already rooted and we will still be moving towards that young growth transition 
strategy. I think there was a question back here? 

Speaker 27: Another federal agency, the Bureau of Land Management recently had to withdraw a 
bunch of oil and gas lease sales across the west in order to consider the cumulative 
impacts of releasing those sales on the carbon crisis and how it relates to the carbon 
that's released from those sales, so knowing that deforestation has a huge impact on 
climate, wouldn't it be smart for the Forest Service to also reconsider all of its 
deforestation activities on national forests in light of the current climate crisis and 
biodiversity loss crisis? 

Ken: Maybe. I don't know. That's a good question. Definitely put that into a comment. I don't 
really know how to answer that, sorry. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 28: [inaudible 00:59:22] ask a question but I'll just make a statement. Following up on what 
Clay said about the number of form letters versus other means of communicating, it 
does seem like a very unfair characterization on your part to indicate that somehow the 
form letters are less valued because any group, whether it's pro industry or some 
religious group wants to cut trees or doesn't want to cut trees, they can do the same 
type of organizing, present the same number of form letters in the same manner that 
people how are critical of the plan presented. I think it would really behoove you to just 
say you've gotten so many comments and this is the percent that favored the various 
alternatives instead of just trying to say, "Well, this is just the form letters." [inaudible 
01:00:27] 

Ken: You're correct. I apologize if I'm demeaning the form letter commenters. That's not my 
intent. I think all the input is valuable. What I'm trying to say is that from my stand 
point, a form letter really is like one thing. However many issues that form letter raises, 
say it raises three issues, we address those three issues in our EIS and we don't consider 
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how many times it was submitted. Yeah, I don't mean that that's not valuable, so I 
apologize for that. 

Speaker 28: Okay because I've seen several [inaudible 01:01:21] at least one time in my experience 
characterize vast majority of comments that were against a policy as those that were 
[inaudible 01:01:29] and self selected. [inaudible 01:01:29] I hope that those days are 
over. 

Ken: I definitely don't believe that and I think everybody's input is valuable. Like I said, the 
stuff I'm responsible for, I don't consider numbers. However, the responsible official has 
broad discretion to consider various factors including how many people commented and 
how they commented. 

Speaker 11: In Alaska I've seen a slate of original comments and then I've seen the resulting 
summary or extraction of those into issues and I find that there's a lot lost in that 
translation. 

Ken: I don't disagree with that. That is a really hard process and so I'll just describe how we 
do that. We have a contractor who's looking at all 180,000 that we have so far, 
comments, and they are putting them into buckets and trying to characterize that and 
then they give it to us. We've been working with them for the last month trying to make 
sure that the ... how they articulate those comments are reflective of the true intent. It's 
a really hard process- 

Speaker 29: Who is this contact? And how are they chosen? 

Ken: Basically, through a bidding process. 

Speaker 29: How is the contact? 

Ken: Tetra Tech. 

Speaker 29: Who? 

Ken: Tetra Tech. Yes sir? 

Speaker 30: How would you rate the governor of Alaska, if he wrote a letter to you representing the 
people of the city of Alaska. Would he be looked at representing seven or eight hundred 
thousand people here or do you look to him as one? 

Ken: In context of how I would consider it is I don't even consider who it's from. It gets 
filtered to me by what the issue is and we address the issue. However, that doesn't 
mean that the responsible official ... I'm sure the responsible official looks at that 
differently than I do. 

Speaker 30: Would it be the Secretary- 
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Ken: Secretary of Agriculture. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 31: Who actually has made the decision that alternative six ... I know the secretary will 
make the final decision, is that correct? 

Ken: That's correct. 

Speaker 31: Okay. Who is submitting this proposal six, alternative six as the preferred? Is it a 
collective group, is it all of you guys, is there an individual? 

Ken: There's an individual. 

Speaker 31: An individual. How do we know he's basing his assessment on that alternative, on the 
information you're providing him essentially. 

Ken: The Secretary of Agriculture is the individual who selected the proposal alternative. 

Speaker 31: He's made the proposal for six? 

Ken: The state actually proposed it in their petition. 

Speaker 31: Sure, yeah. 

Ken: But the Secretary of Agriculture makes the proposal and he considers not only the 
information we provide but he has broad discretion to consider other things too. In this 
case I'm sure ... in the proposed rule, he said ... gave deference to the state. I think ... 

Speaker 31: You were next? 

Speaker 32: One of the ... maybe it's a step beyond this, but the issue that we end up exporting raw 
logs and then buying it back as lumber after a whole bunch of other people made 
money is just ... even before the tariff wars is just giant bullshit because we make the 
sacrifice, we take the risk in our whole ecosystem and then we buy inflated price things 
and the money is not recycled in our economy and here we are sitting thinking that we 
have to depend on oil and really consumptive resources. It just seems like the wrong 
people have to give and the wrong people get. 

Speaker 32: To be honest, as far as who gets to make the decision, my guess is the collective 
scientific knowledge in this room is greater than that in the Secretary of Agriculture that 
we have right now. So, it's really hard to bear that what we say and how we think 
doesn't count. I certainly in a million years wouldn't want Dunleavy to speak for me 
because I've studied natural resources and continue to stay involved and so do the 
people in this room. I hope people are listened to. I don't know if there's any other way 
we can amplify what we think because it's not coming from a place of emotion, it's 
coming from ecological understanding. 
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Ken: With this administration and probably the secretary I would say you could amplify it 
through your elected officials. That's probably the best approach is through your elected 
officials to amplify your voice. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 33: Thank you. How long before ... let's say they take alternative six or whatever option they 
take. How many years or who can repeal or go back to Roadless Rule? 

Ken: It could be repealed with the next legislation. 

Speaker 33: Our next president? [crosstalk 01:07:33] 

Ken: Yeah. But these processes take a long time, cost a lot of money. Who knows what could 
happen if a different president were elected and we had selected alternative six 
whether we would go back or not. Yeah, regulations can be changed. 

Speaker 33: My next question or comment is, why are you saying that US forest sales can't be 
exported raw log spruce, maybe cedar can be. From my understanding watching lately 
they've been trying to avoid bringing in the cedar stands. I thought raw log export was 
prohibited. 

Ken: There is some sort of exception for that. I don't know how that works. Do you, Frank? 

Frank: You're exactly right. There is ... there are exceptions and to tell you the truth we haven't 
shipped anything lately because of the tariffs. 

Ken: Lately what? In the last year? 

Frank: Yeah. 

Ken: But prior to that, there's a fair amount going out of the nation forest that was being 
exported and it was yellow cedar and red cedar because there's an exclusion by Frank 
Makowski from 20 years ago or whatever it was, I don't know. 

Frank: Yeah. I don't know who it was. 

Speaker 33: It wasn't cedar because we had plywood go to Port Angeles and we bought red cedar 
and yellow cedar from the mill, from people that're harvesting it. They're from 
[inaudible 01:09:12]. Cedar is the only one that I ever said in my hundred years of being 
involved in this log industry to be exported. Spruce and Hemlock have to have the 
primary manufacturing requirement. 

Speaker 34: I don't think that's true. 

Speaker 33: I'm not sure. 
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Ken: Those are important issues but the roadless regulation, we're trying to keep the focus 
narrow on just road construction and timber harvest appropriated in the [inaudible 
01:09:46] roadless areas. Try to keep it narrow and the whole export and log issue is a 
separate issue that we don't want to mix and match the multiple issues because they're 
all important and complex. Yes, sir? 

Speaker 35: I believe you mentioned earlier that there was a prohibition on below cost timber sales, 
is that correct? Is there a location, whether it's a website or some place where these 
large sales are analyzed so that the public can actually watchdog what's happening as 
far as the economic analysis that goes into that determination? 

Ken: I don't think that there's a website but each individual timber sale goes through an 
appraisal process. I do not know if that appraisal process is open to the public. 

Frank: Once it finishes the appraisal process, there's a summary of a report that gets pushed 
out. I don't know exactly where it goes, I'd have to look it up. I know it gets published, 
it's public. 

Speaker 35: Summary of the appraisal. 

Ken: That's every individual sale. 

Frank: [crosstalk 01:10:50] 

Ken: Yes, sir? 

Speaker 36: Go by me. 

Ken: Yes, ma'am? 

Speaker 36: Oh. I know what I was going to say. 

Speaker 37: I forgot what I was going to ask. I'll think of it. 

Ken: We can come back. 

Speaker 36: It was a comment. I know you guys, we make all these comments to you guys but you 
guys are the soldiers basically marching your orders out and I understand that but I 
think that the way that the sales are being designed are basically ... the value of that 
sale is being enhanced by including round log export and maybe before the tariffs and 
are targeting species that can be the more valuable species like red cedar. For a while, 
red cedar was garbage, they were leaving it. But now, it's completely changed around 
and a lot of these trees in southern southeast that are being cut are 1,000 year old red 
cedar trees. That's not a renewable resource, that's mining. Anyway, that's just a 
comment. 
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Speaker 37: I was wondering, who does the economic analysis of all the different factors that you 
need to include? Is that within your department and- 

Frank: Yes. 

Speaker 37: And- 

Frank: It depends. What are you ... are you talking about these timber sales? 

Speaker 37: For this whole thing. 

Ken: For the Roadless Rule? Yes. 

Speaker 37: Social economics, [inaudible 01:12:19], all the impacts and then you said you don't look 
at the warming issues, the effect of CO2. 

Ken: We have a requirement to look at the economics. So in terms of the NEPA process, it is 
suggested that we only look at the significant issues. But then in regulation rule making, 
you're required to look at the economics and make a determination on the economic 
impact. We have somebody on staff who did our economic analysis in conjunction with 
our contractor. 

Speaker 37: I guess it still bothers me that you kind of are speaking to if you're allowed to take 46 
million board feet a year, all of this stuff doesn't really matter because that's what 
you're allowed and you're not there. The roadless won't affect it, the road won't. 

Ken: I understand that. We have to make our set of assumptions based on our Forest Plan 
which is our only guidance on how to frame up the existing condition. That's how we did 
it. 

Speaker 37: When is the next Forest Management Plan review? Is it every 10 years? 

Ken: No. It's supposed to be every 15-20. 

Speaker 37: Every 15-20. 

Ken: But you probably know more than I know on that. 

Frank: But no, we did our last in 16. Depending upon what happens with this and any other 
changes particularly administrative guidance, we could have to ... we might have to 
enter in a forest planning cycle. They're supposed to take four years. Historically, in the 
last 20 years it's taken most forests about eight years. The Tongass I guarantee will take 
longer. 

Ken: Other questions? It's about 10 minutes to two. Probably don't need much time to set 
up. 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=OswcRQPu3yBufFqgVD6-SRoeF6oMd3QFtYa96M-k1ZVLBx7zPVb0k5KF4zOwNR7IPKw7bKsHbg9cSrbPcCUA2z6psmk&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 12, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Haines Roadless Meeting 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 22 of 22 

 

Frank: People might ... anybody want to do one-on-one, look at some maps or ... I'd like to talk 
to you. 

Speaker 38: Me? 

Frank: Yeah. If you don't mind. 

Speaker 38: Sure. 

Ken: So, why don't we take 20 minutes? 

Frank: Twenty minutes? Is that good, folks? Then we'll try around one or two- 

Ken: Two ten. 

Frank: And we'll start testimony. If you would like to do testimony, I've got one person here, 
Thomas Eli. If anybody else would like testimony, if you could fill one of these sheets 
out, I'll get them placed in the record. 

Speaker 39: Let me ask one more question. 

Frank: Sure. 

Speaker 39: Even if you can't use certain raw log export, I thought you just need to [inaudible 
01:15:19] and then. 

Frank: Yeah. That's- 
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VIA EMAIL 
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Alaska Roadless Rule 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
PO Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
Re: Gustavus supplement to 12/16/2019 letter regarding transcripts and recordings of public 
meetings for the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement administrative record 
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 

On December 16, 2019, environmental groups wrote to you to submit audio files, video files, and associated 
transcripts from 7 public meetings on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement. At 
that time, we were not able to include the written transcript for the November 20 Gustavus meeting, but I  
now write to add the Gustavus transcript to the record.   

We sent written materials on December 16 by email to akroadlessrule@usda.gov and also provided both the 
written material and the multimedia files on a thumb drive sent via certified mail. I now submit the Gustavus 
transcript only via email and ask that it be considered as part of the earlier submission. As with the earlier 
submission, please consider this transcript as part of the administrative record for the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS and for the associated rulemaking. Please contact susan.culliney@audubon.org or 
jill_gottesman@tws.org with any questions regarding this letter or the earlier letter. Thank you for your 
attention to this important matter.  
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Susan Culliney 
Policy Director 
Audubon Alaska 
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Speaker 1: So that was in September and October, started in October through just this past 
September. Was the work on the draft environmental impact statement- 

Speaker 2: If I can interrupt again, how many of those comments supported keeping the 
road less rule, as it is? 

Speaker 1: The majority. 

Speaker 2: What's the majority? 

Speaker 1: Over 90%. 

Speaker 2: That's the vast majority. That's a good thing to put in there. Thank you. 

Speaker 1: So, you know, and I'll go through a little bit more specific on what we did with 
those comments, and what they led to as far as issue statements, and the 
alternatives, but that basically, that first step of the process was completed in 
late September and October. Preparation, I think it was. I get the dates mixed 
up sometimes, but basically that's when the DEIS was published in the federal 
register, and initiated this comment period. 

Speaker 1: So the proposed rule out right now is the full exemption. It exempts all 9.2 
million acres from the regulatory direction of the road less rule. There would be 
no restrictions on timber harvest or road construction, other than those that the 
Palm spores plan include, all activities basically guided by the forest plan. For 
the two dash national forest of 2001 rule would remain applicable. The 
exception to that is there is an administrative direction, and modification 
provision that would apply to the Chugach. 

Speaker 1: We've gotten quite a bit of comment on that piece of it, especially up in 
Anchorage, when we went up to Anchorage for the public meeting, I think that 
the agency wasn't necessarily as clear as we needed to be as to what really 
constituted a correction or modification. The correction is really just a 
correction. There's an error, or the agency no longer owns the land because of 
land status, loss of land to an exchange or something, or there is a clear error on 
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the mapping. That's the correction provision, and basically that provision would 
allow the regional Forester to correct the maps with 30 day notice and 
comment. The modification provision is the one that's gotten the most 
questions. I don't think the agency intended for it to be interpreted as broadly 
as it's been intended. That being said ... Might be best if I just didn't elaborate 
on that. 

Speaker 2: No, finish the thought. 

Speaker 1: Well, administrations change. So if there is concern over that modification 
provision, you know that's certainly something that's have been comments on 
too. I think there is a need to clarify what the agency intended on that, and of 
course being clarified in a regulation has longer lasting effect than you know, 
other administrative decisions. So, I think that it will help to hear your 
comments, so that we know really how we need to clarify the intent of that 
modification. It's not intended to be, to give the regional Forester the ability to 
make broad scale changes in rule this area of boundaries. It's intended to look at 
things that have actually happened on the ground, where it makes sense to 
modify a road less area boundary. For example. There's already a big road 
through the road less area, and so it makes sense just to acknowledge that road, 
which that kind of goes beyond correction provision. 

Speaker 1: But it's not clear in that proposed rule right now the scope of that. Anyway, that 
would allow the regional Forester to modify it. And again, I think we need to 
clarify what's meant by modification, but within 45 day notice and comment 
period. Alternative one is the other end of the spectrum, and it's an election 
rule. This rule will remain in place as is, no corrections or, roaded road less or 
anything like that. Just the 2001 rule in place of Congress, that's the only action. 
So that's kind of what the team knew we were bounded by from the beginning, 
but no action. And then what the state had actually requested in the petition, 
and the full exemption slide. So back to the 144 thousand comments that we 
received, and as Jim pointed out, and we have actually a scoping report on the 
project website that acknowledges this as well, the majority. 

Speaker 1: I'm not sure if I'm allowed to say vast ... The majority of those comments 
basically asked us to keep the road less rule in place on the Congress. So they 
were in unsupportive and no active. There were other good comments in there, 
about how we could make some improvements to the rule, and that led to 
some of the other things I'll talk about. Some of the additional exceptions that 
we developed, that pertained to some, or all of the other alternatives. But 
again, the vast majority wanted the road less rule to remain in place, and that 
kind of led to this first key issue statement, is the conversation of road less 
areas. 

Speaker 1: So that was the first key issue that we developed, and considered. The second 
issue is this is support communities, socioeconomic wellbeing. This doesn't just 
include how did I have ... I had a public member on the Polycon Hydaburg call it 
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Western ideals of economic prosperity. It includes things like timber production, 
mining, retro ism, kind of big industry things. But it also, the intent of this key 
issue is to also consider other ways the forest provides for social economic and 
community wellbeing, such as sixth sense use and, strong recreation use, and 
things like that. So it kind of goes beyond just resources extraction or 
commercial activities, and really tried to consider the more social values of the 
forest. Yes. 

Speaker 3: Just back up one second, do you know what the break don was of Alaskan 
comments on the road less rule? 

Speaker 1: The written comments? I am not - 

Speaker 3: [crosstalk 00:07:10] 

Speaker 1: I don't know the percentage. I do believe in majority of Alaskans who submitted 
written comments favor the no action as well. But I don't know the percentages 
of that. So, anyway that was the key issue to support community socioeconomic 
wellbeing. And then the third key issue kind of relates to that in some ways is 
the conservation of terrestrial and on product habitat. Recognizing that efficient 
wildlife for the Tongass really do play a key role, both in economic wellbeing of 
many communities on the Tongass, but also about that social aspect of things 
and personal recreation and tourism subsistence. So, you know, recognizing the 
need to conserve official wildlife habitat. So that kind of became the third key is 
sue that we looked at in the journal of pass statement. 

Speaker 1: Kind of the next thing we did, or we kind of did this at the same time, as we 
were looking at the issues, is we tried to look at road less areas ad reimagine 
what they could look like. Right now the road less rule applies to all road less 
areas. So, the exceptions to the rule apply to all road less areas across the 
nation, regardless of other values, or other ... It doesn't really recognize unique 
circumstances of certain areas I guess, is the only way to say it. So we try to look 
at road less areas, and think about what they could look like. So kind of went 
beyond just the mapping exercise, and we got into are there different ways we 
could look at road less areas, different areas we could apply different exceptions 
to. And this is really similar to what Colorado and Idaho did in those state 
specific rulemaking efforts. 

Speaker 1: So we came up with five different categories of road less that could be applied 
to the landscape in different ways under each of the alternatives, rather than 
just having one road less category apply to all of them in the same way. So, the 
first category that we developed ... And this is largely in response to the concern 
speaker about protecting the key watersheds on the canvass. Congress studies 
seven watersheds, and the nature Conservancy, Audubon conservation priority 
areas. So the first category we evolved was this watershed priority category. It is 
actually more restrictive than the current road less rule, as to the activities that 
could occur in road less areas that are assigned that category. 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=nK-qHLhtCxciW53ULKGUYmDFQvdC2AXZmGDQFh1DqLUgK8tkrTBQcxhAuVhOAuIOYgQvaqfQcVs8EpGT3q2E9hxs11U&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 17, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Gustavus Roadless Rule Meeting (Completed  12/17/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 4 of 27 

 

Speaker 1: There's a handout there, it's table 2.1. Straight out of the DEIS, but there's also a 
handout that kind of goes through all of the different exceptions for each of the 
categories. But the main thing here in this watershed priority category is some 
of the more discretionary activities that the current road less rule provides for, 
were not carried over into this category. So it just makes it a little bit more 
restrictive than the current rule. 

Speaker 1: Again, recognizing the concern about some of those key watersheds, and what 
we can do to protect them. The second priority that was developed was the 
lead two category. This category is not applied to all of the alternative units, and 
it's considered kind of in different ways in the alternatives. The lead two areas, 
is everybody familiar with what a lead two area is? So lead two areas are 
stashed orally designated. So really it doesn't matter what we do with the role 
of status and those lead two areas, they maintain statutory protection for those 
areas. But there's been a lot of confusion over the years as to which direction 
applies. 

Speaker 1: Right now, technically both in the lead two areas that are road less, and not all 
of them are road less, or not all of them are road less, both the road less rule, 
and the lead two direction applies to that, and there's been some confusion 
even internally as to how you interpreted that, whether one took precedence 
over the other. If I navigated what you could and couldn't do in those areas. And 
so the intent of this is to remove the duplication, and the confusion, and just 
make it clear that the statutory direction applies to those areas. So alternatives 
two. I know for sure alternative two, maybe all of them, but lead two, with the 
exception of alternative three, the lead two areas are assigned as lead two 
priority, which strictly refers to the statutory directions. What makes it clear 
that regardless of the status of those areas, road less or non road less, the 
statutory direction applies to all of them. 

Speaker 3: I could add that lead means land use designation, and their lands management 
managed for the wilderness character. 

Speaker 1: And then alternative three, treated road less, or the lead two areas a little 
different. It just removed them from road less. So again, the statutory direction 
still applies. It's just not specifically in their road less regulation. So it was just 
different ways of looking at those areas, but both ways really apply the same 
direction to those areas. The third category, the road less priority. This is the 
category that looks the most like the current road less rule. There are some 
more Alaska specific exceptions that were developed. A good example of that is 
there would be an exception that would allow the construction of a road to a 
fish hatchery, or culture facility. 

Speaker 1: It would allow for the construction of road for a native and cultural use. And the 
current role doesn't allow for, it allows for the construction of road and timber 
harvest in research areas in the experimental forests that we have on the 
Tongass. So there were a few really Alaska specific exceptions that were added. 
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But again, this is the one that looks the most like the current rules provisions. 
The fourth category is the community use priority category. I'm going to talk 
about that in a little bit, but it was developed largely, initially in response to 
some of the communities that wanted more opportunity in their vicinity. A good 
example is Juneau. Juneau requested, I think a three mile buffer around the city, 
where they didn't want the road less rule to apply, because they wanted more 
opportunity to build recreation facilities and things like that, if the need arises in 
the future. So initially, this priority was developed as a way of recognizing those 
entities, those cities, boroughs that wanted more opportunity for development. 

Speaker 1: The team also recognized that this could be a way of protecting certain 
communities from large scale development, and I'll explain that a little bit more 
in a couple of slides. So it applies to certain communities, and could be applied 
to other communities upon request. And then the fourth part of the fourth road 
expansion categories is timber priority. So in the alternatives that include this, 
certainly road less areas where designated timber priority, and there basically 
are no restrictions on timber harvest, or road construction in those areas. Next 
slide. 

Speaker 1: This is just a slide that shows the distribution of those different categories by 
alternative. The colors at the bottom are kind of hard to see, but it just shows 
which alternatives have which of those priority areas in them, and the percent 
distribution, the different categories. The other thing that the team did is the 
state of Alaska had convened their citizens advisory committee, that provided 
input to the state and States of cooperating agency providing it to us. And one 
of the things that committee felt very strongly about was the need to recognize 
Alaska. To have more Alaska specific road less area and characteristics defined 
for the Tongass. 

Speaker 1: They didn't like the road less area characteristics that were defined in their 
original rule, and wanted to provide more of an Alaska emphasis on those 
characteristics. So this was the team's attempt at recognizing the importance of 
that to the various members of that community. And these characteristics were 
considered in a DEIS and kind of carried through. Next slide. So, basically all of 
that led to the development of one, two, three, four and five. Four different 
action alternatives in that range of alternatives. So alternative two is what we 
call the roaded road less alternative. 

Speaker 1: It basically looked at those areas of the Tongass that have been roaded. There 
are about 110 thousand acres of the Tongass that were actually roaded. Most of 
that road construction occurred in that timeframe that the Tongass was exempt 
from the rule. So it looked at those areas, and because they don't really meet, 
they don't necessarily still have the character, the road less character that other 
road less areas have. This alternative removed those areas from road less. 

Speaker 1: So, it just looked at the roaded road less acres, and removed them from the 
road less inventory. At the same time, we looked at areas of the forest that 
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were still un-roaded. At the time of the original road less rule, and the inventory 
that was used for that, there were areas that the forest had expected to see 
development, and that development never occurred. And so, this alternative 
picked up those other un-roaded areas, and added them to the road less 
inventory. It also looked at islands, offshore islands. There were several islands, 
and this was in response to some of the concerns we've heard from outfitter 
and guides that use those islands. 

Speaker 1: They wanted to make sure that they would remain protected, and wild. I think 
that was their word they used. But basically, that they remained undeveloped. 
And so, those islands were picked up in the road less inventory in this 
alternative two. So, this alternative, if you look at the total acres in the end, it 
actually has more road less acres than the original road less rule. Again, it 
dropped the acres that were already roaded, but it picked up 133 thousand 
acres that weren't. So, those road less acres, and this alternative ... The 
watershed priority category was applied to all the T77 and Tongass 77 
watersheds, and the TNC Audubon conservation priority areas. Five to lead two 
priority areas ... All the lead twos on the forest, and then their remaining area 
was assigned that road less priority category. 

Speaker 1: Alternative three is a logical extension. It's what we call the logical extensions 
alternative. It looked at those broken road less acres that alternative two had 
identified, and then in an effort to provide more opportunity for timber harvest, 
it looked at logical extensions of those roaded road less areas. So, considering 
where the road was already in place, going beyond the harvest units that were 
already there, going beyond the end of the roads, where it made sense, and 
really looked at where the agency thought there was the most opportunity to 
provide some additional flexibility for timber harvest. 

Speaker 1: So, it looked at what we call logical extensions of the roaded road less area. It 
provides moderate additional timber harvest. And I really don't like using words 
like [crosstalk 00:20:32], expensive or anything like that. But these are just kind 
of the words the teams settled on, I guess. Alternative three was basically 
determined to provide moderate additional timber harvest opportunity. It 
extended those motive road less areas to logical endpoints. It applied the 
watershed priority again to all the T77 areas, and the TNC conservation areas 
get applied road less priority areas to most of the remaining wilderness areas. 

Speaker 1: But this is the one alternative that we also apply to community's priority too. 
Next slide. So community use priority. Again, initially we had one, two, three, 
four, five. We had five communities, and there scoping comments, and these 
were not comments from just any member of the community. These were 
actually the comments that we got from the boroughs, or the mayors of those 
communities, where they had really requested some additional opportunity in 
one way or the other around their community. So basically, this community use 
of priority allows for things like access to the utility systems, wastewater 
facilities, things like that. It allows roaded access for recreational development. 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=nK-qHLhtCxciW53ULKGUYmDFQvdC2AXZmGDQFh1DqLUgK8tkrTBQcxhAuVhOAuIOYgQvaqfQcVs8EpGT3q2E9hxs11U&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 17, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Gustavus Roadless Rule Meeting (Completed  12/17/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 7 of 27 

 

It also allows small scale to grow operations. Even in areas where we've heard a 
lot of opposition to large-scale timber harvest, there were some areas that 
wanted to maintain the opportunity for small operators to have access to 
timber. 

Speaker 1: This community's priority, it's a provision that would allow for small scales. 
Small scales generally last [inaudible 00:22:26] Do you have a question for the 
panel? 

Mike Taylor: I just wanted ... So Pelican, [inaudible 00:22:35] Saigon and asked for this- 

Speaker 1: Pelican did not- [inaudible 00:22:40]I don't know [crosstalk 00:22:51] 

Speaker 1: We have, I will say that the team had our pictures that we liked, and when this 
went up for clearance, it wasn't necessarily our pictures that were selected. So 
it's good to point that out. Pelican has- [crosstalk 00:23:08] I will say that Pelican 
has expressed quite a bit of interest more recently in rule making. But no, they 
did not request this. I don't think they submitted comments initially. The five 
communities that did, where Juneau [crosstalk 00:23:26] per angle on the 
epithet. Based on how we interpreted their scoping orders. 

Speaker 1: Again, originally we were kind of interpreting it as one team more development 
opportunities for those communities. We overlooked in some ways, or just 
didn't understand what Kagan Heidelberg had asked for in their scoping 
comments. And so, the agency has acknowledged that this should have been 
applied to those communities. So it's not applied directly in the DEIS, or at least 
not within the map pockets that went Out with the DEIS. We do now have those 
areas now that have worked with those communities, and will continue to work 
with them on what those areas should look like. 

Speaker 1: So again, I think there's just an acknowledgement that we should have applied it 
to Kagan Heidelberg too, and that'll be corrected, basic draft and signed. 

Speaker 3: Were you aware that the city council passed a resolution, and submitted it to 
the forest service for a no action alternative? 

Speaker 1: In the scoping and or- 

Speaker 3: During the scoping period. So our city council also submitted comments- 
[crosstalk 00:24:40] 

Speaker 2: But not for alternative three. 

Speaker 3: One, no action, not a particular community use action, but a no action 
alternative. 
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Speaker 1: Right, and so I think the intent of this category is to provide opportunity for 
communities that wanted it, and even kick in hired or wanted some, were 
interested in some additional access to things like their native cultural sites, and 
things like that. That being said, this priority could be requested through other, 
could be requested by other community leaders. Again, it wouldn't be a request 
from an individual in the community that would spur this. It would be a request 
from the government, tribal government, or some other nonprofit community 
association. So if Gus Davis wanted this category applied to the road less areas 
around Gus Davis, that would be something that we could consider, and work 
on between drafting final. I don't know that really gets at your question there. 

Speaker 3: I just wasn't sure whether you were aware that we had submitted as a city- 
[crosstalk 00:25:57] 

Speaker 1: Gus Davis did. I don't think Gus Davis was the only one. I do know that all of 
those resolutions, there's been a slew of them that have come in recently too. I 
know they have all been submitted separately to the secretary at this time, so 
that they're not overworked in any kind of mass. You know, I think we're up to 
about 180 thousand comments right now. So, and I don't remember the entity 
that submitted them, but I did just see an email. So we are aware of those 
resolutions as they come in. 

Speaker 1: Alternative four is the partial development [inaudible 00:26:37] alternative. So 
we had loved looked at areas of the forest plan that had been designated areas 
for timber production. Not all of them that didn't pick up all the development 
buds, but it picked up the timber production and modified landscape land use 
designations in the forest plan, and applied the timber priority category to those 
areas. Again, the timber priority category, there are no restrictions on timber 
harvest or road construction, so it was a way of providing that significant ... 
Again, there's a qualifier, don't always like those. But providing significant 
additional timber harvest opportunity by recognizing the road less nature of 
those areas, for providing a category that didn't include restrictions to it. 

Speaker 1: So, basically it includes all the areas of alternative three. Those logical 
extensions that remove those road less. It applies the timber priority category 
to the timber development one by landscape [inaudible 00:27:43] It applies the 
lead two category to the lead two areas, and then the remaining road less areas 
were assigned the road less priority category. Next, alternative five is kind of 
similar. Maximal additional timber harvest opportunity by removing lands 
across private timber development, modified landscape, and scenic view shed. 
So this is a little different than alternative four in that it just removes those 
areas from road less. Alternative four keeps them in road less, but assigns that 
timber priority category. 

Speaker 1: This alternative removed the road less [inaudible 00:28:30] areas. It also 
removed the road less from the minerals overlay. Again, this was kind of in 
response to the state of Alaska's concerns that road less ... There's a perception 
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that road less affects mineral development, and it's been very hard to clarify 
that with certain entities in the past. And so this was in response to the state, 
and again they heard this through their citizens advisory committee, that it 
would be better to lift road less from the areas that had been identified as high 
mineral. The minerals overlay, basically recognizes ... It's an overlay in the forest 
plan that recognizes the areas with the highest mineral potential, and so this 
alternative removed road less from that overlay. 

Speaker 2: While the road less rule has been in effect, there've been a number of projects 
proposed in the Tongass, for minerals and for hydro, and stuff like that. How 
many have been proposed? 

Speaker 1: About 58 

Speaker 2: How many had been approved? 

Speaker 1: 58 to 60. 

Speaker 2: I mean, doesn't that say it all? 

Speaker 3: Isn't it true that the mining law of 1872, according to the DEIS is controlling on 
federal lands, including [inaudible 00:29:55]. 

Speaker 1: The current road less rule recognizes the statutory rights provided by the 1872 
mining law and other laws. There are other laws of providing statutory right to 
access. If you own private property, you have a statutory right to access your 
property. The state has a statutory right to ... I won't say the state actually does 
have a statutory right. The 4407 Easements. And please don't ask me to cite that 
law. I mean it was a section something of a big appropriation's law, that the 
state doesn't have a statutory right to certain easements on the forest. The 
federal highways act gives the federal highways administration ... Basically, they 
have the authority to decide when a federal highway is appropriate and national 
forest. And so the road less rule recognizes that. It recognizes, there's another 
category in there ... For hydropower projects, [inaudible 00:31:01] renewable 
energy, forecasts the ultimate decision-making authority for hydropower 
projects, and the forest service can't usurp that authority, so the rule 
acknowledges that as well. 

Speaker 2: You said that 58 projects had been approved- 

Speaker 1: I think it's actually 59, or 60 now- 

Speaker 2: Being approved and being approved over a long period of time is hindering 
development. But how long did it take to approve these, these on average? 
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Speaker 1: Initially, on average less than a month, lately. Initially, when the secretary of 
agriculture first withdrew the authority of local line officers to make decisions. 
And that's really what this is about. There's not a separate process for road less 
approval. It's where the decision authority lies. And it is all back at the region 
now. The regional foresters now have the authority to make all decisions in road 
less, that are consistent with the rule of course. Initially, it did take several 
months for some of them. What the agency tried to do was really work that into 
the NEPA process. 

Speaker 1: So, that approval request process we had to follow to seek that approval was 
built into the immediate process, to the extent it could be. But even then, there 
were some initial delays. Lately, generally we get approval. Well, now approval 
is very quick with the regional Forester, and basically as soon as we can get time 
on his calendar we approve of. When they were still at the Washington office, it 
was about- 

Speaker 2: Thank you. 

Speaker 1: So this slide just shows kind of the different verbal seekers by alternative, 
alternative one being the no action at 9.2 million acres. Alternative six, the full 
exemption, there would be no acres subject to the regulatory prohibitions, and 
then kind of the different allocations in the community, slide. This slide has 
generated a lot of questions too. It's a very, very poor attempt at summarizing 
table 211. In the EIS, there's a copy of table 211 on the table. Really, it was an 
attempt by a team member at looking at all the different subcategories that are 
all those key issues I talked about, and trying to come up with one common 
descriptor of what the effects might look like. 

Speaker 1: I kind of think it failed miserably, and it generated a lot of questions, especially 
at the meeting in general. So, I wouldn't put a lot of stock into these kind of 
conclusions on this slide. Really, the better table to look at when you're really 
wanting to know, how does alternative three affect fisheries, or at least full 
minerals, or whatever your concern might be fickle. 211 is really the better table 
to look at. 

Speaker 1: So, for more information, and there's a handout in the back that has this slide, 
and the next one on it for you to take home, so that you have this at your 
fingertips, and hopefully will use it to submit your comments. For more 
information to submit comments, you can go to these two websites here. The 
one on the left is the project website. It provides a lot of information about this 
specific project.It includes links that you comment on. A lot of documents 
associated with the road less rule, and the EDIS are on that project website. The 
website on the right side will also link you back to the project website, if you 
want to submit comments, but it's the national road less website. So it provides 
information on like the Idaho, and the Colorado rules as well. 

Mike Taylor: And we're also taking written comments too. 
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Speaker 1: Correct, if you want to submit written comments tonight, mix up those two.So, 
the next slide, if for a map online tool. This slide is the backside of that handout. 
This is kind of a new tool for us. It's the first time I've seen it used. It is kind of 
exciting. It provides various tabs across the top that you can look at information 
about the role, all of this stuff that's in the slide now, Alternatives, the 
management area categories, et cetera are in here. The thing I think is kind of 
the coolest thing on this story map is the tab on the far right, if you put on that 
tab, you can zoom in on a specific role. This areas that you might be concerned 
about or interested in, and then you can really see what those areas would look 
like and maybe different alternatives, as far as what direction, if any, would 
apply. 

Speaker 1: So again, there are links. There's a handout with both of those slides on it, so 
you have those links. And then, next slide. So how to comment. At the end, as 
Bosch said, we're happy to submit to take your written comment tonight, if you 
want to hand us comments. We've gotten a handful, I'd say at all the meetings 
I've attended, anyway. You can comment on the website at 
www.regulations.gov. Those comments, that's the website that the APA 
provides for, as far as submitting comments on the proposed rule. They all come 
back to the project comment box, too. The project website has a link to 
comments, to make your comments on. You can mail to the regional office. 
Those comments come to my desk. I will admit, that I am opening up all the 
comments that come to me. Mainly, because I want to know, I want to 
understand what the people in Alaska are saying. Because again, from the 
beginning, I've kind of viewed it as my job of making sure I do everything I can to 
voice Alaska's concerns throughout this process. 

Speaker 1: So, I open up those comments. I make sure they're all related to the rule itself, 
and not a project, or that they're actually coming to me because of road less, 
and not something else. And then I mail them off each week to the contractor 
that's compiling a lot of comments for us. You could also submit our comments 
through the road less email right there. There's a lot of comments coming in 
right now, and I think somebody here had submitted a question to that email 
address. I have the answer to their question, but if you don't hear back from us 
right away, I'm happy to give you my direct, or email and you can send them 
directly to me, and if I don't have the answer, I'll try to get you an answer. 

Speaker 1: But anyway, you can submit comments that way too, or you can hand them to 
us. The next steps, so again, right now we're on this kind of succeeding 
comment period. It does close on December 17th. I know that they don't have 
many requests for an extension of that at this time. How is it between ... There 
is an alignment in the Washington office that we are not going to extend the 
common period. So at this time, we are proceeding as if the comment grade 
goes up on the 17th. Between December and March of 2020, the plan is to take 
all the comments that were here, look at what we may have missed in the in the 
DEIS. Look at alternatives we may have missed. Look at ways that we might be 
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able to improve, either our analysis or the alternatives. Look at information we 
need to clarify. 

Speaker 1: There's also two things we'll be doing in that timeframe, with the intent of 
having a final environmental impact statement by late spring or early summer 
2020 with the final rule in the summer of 2020. [inaudible 00:39:31] The 
behavioral consultation is ongoing. We do have five. We're done to five 
property agencies, tribal property agencies. We have six. It's my understanding 
that organized village with pay has requested to, I don't know the correct 
terminology, but withdrawal from the MOU that they have with the property 
agency. I don't know the status of that yet though. But anyway, property agency 
status doesn't affect a a tribes right to ongoing consultations. 

Speaker 1: The consultation is been ongoing in tribes throughout the process, and will 
continue a time when we get requests for consultation. The other thing that's 
ongoing is public outreach. We get asked to do this presentation, or provide 
updates to a variety of entities. I know I've spoken to the National Wildlife 
Society. We pretty routinely go to the general economic development council 
meetings in Juneau. So, any entity can request road less rule updates, and we're 
happy to either travel, or get on the phone and provide information or answer 
questions. So that's ongoing. 

Speaker 1: And I think that's the last slide. And it looks like we have ... Is that cut right? five 
to six? So we have about 35 minutes that we're happy to answer questions if 
you'd like. 

Speaker 2: Can I just say first, if anyone here hasn't signed in, on the USFS sign in sheets, 
please do that. I'd just like to make sure we have a [inaudible 00:41:21] record 
before we go.I will be sending out messages to everyone I see here, who I know, 
who are reminders on the comments. So- 

Mike Taylor: Also, [inaudible 00:41:33] 

Speaker 1: I do really encourage you to sign in. I know we get questions at the end of every 
meeting. How many people did you get? What was the tone of the comments? 
People really are listening. I know it doesn't seem like it sometimes, but I know 
we're listening. So definitely sign in if you're not already on the project website, 
or project mailing list, and want to be on it, and include your name and address, 
and we'll make sure that you're added to that. We're also wanting to start with 
the signup sheets, as a way of calling people up for this hearings. So if you want 
to, if you know you're going to stay for this hearing, and you want to provide a 
role, we'll start with those sheets and go from there. If you haven't signed in 
and still want to provide testimony, we'll make sure that we ask that. But we'll 
start with the sheets. 

Speaker 2: A couple of questions. We're now a week and a half away from the end of a 60 
day comment period for a highly contentious rule making process. Given the 
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fact that the preferred alternative is opposed by greater than 90% of the 
commentators, I'm astounded that the forest service, and the Department of 
Agriculture have not agreed to allow a 30 day extension on the comment 
period. That seems very unusual to me, and I'd like you to pass that up the 
chain. My second question has to do with comments in general. I note that your 
excepting verbal testimony, and comments on this subsistence portion, yet 
you're only accepting written comments for the rule in general. And I'm 
wondering if you can explain to me why that is? You can either explain why 
you're not accepting verbal comments on the larger rule, or why you're not 
similarly accepting only written comments for the subsistence portion. 

Speaker 1: Those are good questions. I can't say that the agency never submits, or never 
accepts verbal comments at these type of information meetings, because I've 
never been on a team that has held these meetings. 

Speaker 2: No, they usually do actually. 

Speaker 1: Do they usually? So I- 

Speaker 2: And they're entered into the record. 

Speaker 1: I- 

Speaker 2: Is there a chance the forest service doesn't want to hear what people may say? 

Speaker 3: Well, part of the written comment period for comment is that we get the 
common correctly. Sometimes the equipment fails. 

Speaker 2: So that begs the question then of why you're only accepting written comments 
for the subsistence portion. 

Mike Taylor: That's a good point. 

Cal: I'd like to take that one. [inaudible 00:45:00] A subsistence hearing is required 
by section 8:10 of [inaudible 00:45:04] and it requires the decision maker to 
hold a public hearing on effects of any decision that they make would have on 
the subsistence uses by rural Alaska residents of the lands in question. So 
because these lands could have an effect on subsistence uses, they in fact are 
required to hold these public hearings for subsistence impacts. That's art of 
section [inaudible 00:45:40] Section 8:10 is somewhat of a toothless tiger in a 
way. In NOFA, [inaudible 00:45:49] but the fact is they have to listen, they have 
to hold us here.They have to hold that[inaudible 00:45:49], and that was 
[inaudible 00:45:49], and I presume somebody has to listen to it. So, that's one 
weird thing of 8:10. People have said their too tired of it. 
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Speaker 1: I will say, the subsistence hearings will be recorded, and that is different than 
the comments we're hearing here. I really, I don't know why the decision was 
made to not accept verbal comments. Again, I think it probably has. I don't, I 
don't want to say that it's because we don't want to hear you. 

Speaker 2: Oh, just tell the truth. That's all you have to do. 

Speaker 1: I am trying to tell the truth. I don't know. I don't know. It was the same way 
during the scoping meetings. We didn't hear it to the extent that we're hearing 
it now. During the scoping meetings, we had a couple of people that that came 
to those meetings with the expectation of being able to provide verbal 
comments, and they weren't necessarily happy when they couldn't. We've 
definitely heard it more during these meeting. So, that's good feedback to 
include in your comments too. As Cal said, the subsistence hearings are kind of a 
whole other beast in a way, guided by 10 of the [inaudible 00:47:33] 

Speaker 1: Those will be reported, so anybody is welcome to stay and submit verbal 
testimony then. Those are recorded and then they're transcribed by a 
contractor. So word for word transcription. We're currently in the process of 
modifying that contract because we didn't anticipate ... We should have. We 
didn't anticipate thinking ahead of language being spoken at some of the 
hearings, and it has been, and I am all for recognizing that. I you know, I think 
we have an obligation to respect that. 

Speaker 1: So we are working on those contracts right now. But the hearings will be 
recorded, and then they'll be transcribed. And that written testimony will be 
coded, and grouped, and summarized like all of the other public comments. 

Speaker 3: And can you submit written comments for subsistence? 

Speaker 1: You can also submit written comments for subsistence. Often times. I know just 
by looking through subsistence comments in the past in response to issues that 
we've gotten in the past on subsistence use, we've looked at both the audio 
recordings, and the transcripts, and written comments. A lot of times, people 
will give oral testimony, but they'll submit the same thing in writing, or either 
or, or both. 

Speaker 6: I am rather curious to hear what the general response to preferred alternative 
has been in the main communities that you've given this presentation to. 

Speaker 1: I would say the vast majority if not all of the communities we have attended 
have been opposed to the proposed rule. We do have ... I think Haida central 
council has weighed in, and all of the six property agencies all signed a letter 
unifying behind their opposition to the general proposed rule. And it's not only 
in Alaska. They have gotten the support of some native American congresses, 
and I'm going to call these groups the wrong thing, and I certainly don't do that 
out of lack of respect for them. But there have been different gatherings of 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=nK-qHLhtCxciW53ULKGUYmDFQvdC2AXZmGDQFh1DqLUgK8tkrTBQcxhAuVhOAuIOYgQvaqfQcVs8EpGT3q2E9hxs11U&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 17, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Gustavus Roadless Rule Meeting (Completed  12/17/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 15 of 27 

 

native peoples in the lower 48 [inaudible 00:50:18] to what they're doing from 
our native communities up here too, and coming together in the support of the 
native communities here. 

Speaker 6: It's on the whole ongoing negotiations within the forest service, means different 
tribal entities ... I mean it says right there. Tribal and Alaska Native constitution 
ongoing. What is that? 

Speaker 1: That is government to government consultation. All federal agencies have ... 
And Bosch might be able to help me with the correct terminology here. But we 
have a trust responsibility with native American tribes, and we're required to 
offer consultation on activities that might affect them. And so, that consultation 
with native tribes is ongoing. It's government to government consultation. 
Sometimes it goes beyond that. It's government to government, but native 
tribes can also request like a staff to staff, to make sure that their staff 
understand what's going on. And so we have met staff to staff with a lot of 
native entities on the Tongass throughout this process too. But it's just an 
ongoing requirement that all federal agencies have with tribes that their 
activities might affect. 

Speaker 2: Why did kick drive up drop out? 

Speaker 1: There's a letter in the record, and I'll let that letter speak to itself but they are ... 
I guess the best way of summarizing it is disappointed in how the process was 
worked to me. But there is the letter from [inaudible 00:51:53], it's in the 
record. 

Mike Taylor: Thank you for coming out here to speak with us [inaudible 00:51:59] The 
original notice of intent, you said that forest service received something like 144 
thousand comments, and over 90% favors the road less rule as it is. Now we 
have this decision. Not a decision yet. A preferred alternative, that is the most 
extreme alternative on opposite end of the spectrum from the vast majority of 
the comments. So, that doesn't give me a lot of faith in the public process. To 
our concerns tonight, many times you've said pick those comments. Make sure 
you get those comments in. I don't know how else to put this other than what 
assurance do we have that our comments and not being completely ignored? 

Speaker 1: Well, I can say I'm not ignoring your comments, and I don't know how the team 
is. We really tried hard, both the scoping. Well, we don't have a lot of comments 
on the draft yet. I know when we got those comments in scoping that we really 
tried hard to look at them, and to develop ways of responding to the state's 
desires here. They submitted a petition based on their belief that the road less 
rule is [inaudible 00:53:26], economic prosperity on the forest, or you know, 
they could've made their petition. And so we had to recognize the state's 
request here, what we were directed to do. But we tried hard to really look at 
the specific concerns we've heard. You know, there's a lot of people that submit 
comments and they're either just advocating for one alternative over the other, 
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and those are certainly taken and considered, and recognized. And we clearly 
recognize that the majority of those comments were in opposition to this. They 
wanted an election. 

Speaker 1: Those comments that provided site specific information or resource specific 
information like, we want the no action because they were concerned about 
effects on fisheries, or they were concerned about effects on operation and 
tourism, or whatever the specific concerns they provided were. That's how we 
came up with the different exceptions, the different road less categories, the 
different ways of looking at the forest, to provide more of that range of 
alternatives. The state requested the full exemption, that's all one end. The no 
action is on one end. Both of those are still, obviously viable alternatives And 
then different ways of responding to everything we've heard in between. We 
certainly heard what people have said to us. These meetings have been difficult 
to say the least. I've prided a few of them. I'll try not to cry here. You know, it's 
hard! 

Speaker 1: People have a lot of emotions around this, and we recognize that, and the 
design is really important. So, get your comments in. They'll be considered. It's 
also important to recognize that the secretary hears from other people. So, get 
your comments to those people that the secretary is here in [inaudible 
00:55:31] [crosstalk 00:55:31] 

Cal: Donald Trump. 

Speaker 1: Our professional delegation [crosstalk 00:55:37] has made it very clear they 
support the full exemption. So, make sure that they know where you're at. 
They're supposed to represent you, too. I think right here first, and then- 

Speaker 2: Comments on the process. I doubt if you have a lot of internal [inaudible 
00:56:01], I'll speak to you as if you do. Excuse me if I'm not properly 
recognized. But, yes there are a lot of emotions around this, and this process 
almost seems to be designed to bottle yours up, and side them. I don't know. To 
present things in this amount of detail, which anybody could tell you, you 
couldn't possibly assimilate all of it. A summary that perhaps gave a quarter of 
it, that hit the really high points, and then opened it up to comments which 
were recorded, and which perhaps responded to the bylaw. 

Speaker 2: I know I'm going to leave this with just one more layer of cynicism about the 
process, which I was hoping to kind of assuage. I hate being this negative about 
the processes. It's the only thing that matters to me. But, I'll give an example. 
There were some things in the alternatives, that I think if I were able to feel 
comfortable about processing, about the reason the process has been pushed 
down on us like this, I would happily entertain. I think there's a couple of things 
in the middle alternatives that made some good sense. 
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Speaker 2: I can't support them, because I don't have any trust that the way that this is 
handled suggests atmospherically to me, just psychologically speaking that 
we're doing anything being shined on, and that leaves us with a really bad taste, 
at least it does me. I would like to ask them the next time that this is done, that 
whoever designs this thinks about not hitting the problems that I just 
mentioned. That would be pretty easy to open the floor after a brief summary 
to us, and let us talk among ourselves what to do, and we make it a bylaw, and 
we clear things up in the process. This isn't that. And I'm sorry, I'm sorry for you 
that you have to present that. 

Speaker 1: Thank you. 

Speaker 3: I could add that we have received some comments that combined alternatives, 
that they liked something about two, and they liked something about they were 
suggesting that those be combined. So, you don't have to stay with these 
alternatives. Your comments can suggest changes. 

Speaker 1: Right here, and then here, and then there. 

Mike Taylor: My experience actually addressed much the same idea as the last couple, and I'll 
give you only a piece of what I wrote it here. I'm Mike Taylor, I'm one of the 
council members here, and a former mayor, have long appreciation for forest 
having grown up in Oregon, and timber country, and worked for forest service 
here for Pinchot National Forest. I surveyed logging roads, and clear cuts and 
different Pinchot, and for the [inaudible 00:59:02] back home at Tillman tree 
farm. So I have spent some time in forest, and I appreciate them very much, and 
the work that you as professionals do also to manage them on our behalf. 

Mike Taylor: Related to the comments that we just heard, a fundamental principle of are 
democracy, is that governments derive their just powers from the consent of 
the governed, a line that appears as the second sentence in the Declaration of 
Independence. We on the Gus Davis city council remind ourselves of this 
concept quite frequently. Key actions and proposals are subject to public 
hearing. Our public let's us know what they think. Sometimes we find that our 
planned action is not broadly supported by the public, we're obliged to drop it 
or modify considerably, despite our personal use on the matter. 

Mike Taylor: If we do not have the public's consent, we can't do it. In the first decade of the 
20th century, Gifford Pinchot and President Teddy Roosevelt fought wealthy 
special interests, who were trying to corner the natural resources in the West 
for their own private profit, and Pinchot and Roosevelt persevered to establish 
the national forests for all the people of the United States. Forests are the 
property now of all Americans, and the public should be able to determine how 
they're managed and used. 

Mike Taylor: In 2001, when the national road less rule was subject to public comment, the 
public gave its consent, and the rule was adopted. In 2019 you have returned to 
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the public proposing to reverse the rules for Alaska. The public is clearly saying 
no, and so my question for ... I guess for the secretary is does he not understand 
that he does not have the consent of the public to do away with the road less 
rule for Alaska? It's a basic constitutional environment. 

Speaker 1: And I can't answer for the secretary. 

Speaker 2: Maybe you can pass the question up the chain. We're in Q$A right now, right? 
We're not in comments. That's his question. 

Mike Taylor: I realize that's something you can't answer correctly. But it'd be for the 
secretary. 

Speaker 1: I don't want to sound cynical here either, but if you don't submit comments, 
then he doesn't hear you at all. You know, so the best advice I can give is submit 
your comments, share your comments, talk to your neighbors and make sure 
they're submitting their comments. I think in that range of alternatives, there's a 
durable solution for Alaska, and we want to maintain his ability to find out what 
that solution is. So, I can't respond for him. I don't know what decision he is 
ultimately going to make, but he's not going to hear you at all if you don't 
comment. 

Speaker 3: And I can say as a line officer, when we make any kind of decisions on the 
district level, that we do listen to comments, and it does change the plan if 
there's a strong informational component that we have realized, or a crowding 
issue of some kind, or sociopolitical issue. That's our mission, is to hear from 
[inaudible 01:02:37] people. And we try to do that as best we can. 

Mike Taylor: Thank you. 

Speaker 3: What's the forest services motto? 

Speaker 1: [inaudible 01:02:44] the land, and serving the people? 

Speaker 3: What about ignoring the people? 

Speaker 1: Huh? 

Speaker 3: What about maybe having ignored the people? 

Speaker 1: I will say that when I first started with the forest service, I think the first month 
or so, I had to go to an orientation, new employee orientation where we 
learned about Gifford Pinchot, and he's got 12 maxims or something like that. 
And you know, I bought it. This is the agency I wanted to work for. I think 
regionally, we do try to listen, and we're going to make sure that our concerns 
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are expressed. I can't, I can't say what the secretary is going to do with them, 
but we're going to make sure they're heard anyway. 

Speaker 3: Just to remind you, Gifford Pinchot said the greatest good for the greatest 
number for the longest time. 

Mike Taylor: There you go. And that's what I was just about to say. 

Speaker 3: So this is just like anything. I mean, we all do our jobs, we pass it up the chain, 
and the chain does what they're supposed to do, which is, give or take. It's just, 
we can put the same thing on our local politics. It's like decisions are made, 
different people say stuff, different people come in, and it all changes. So let's 
just assume that there's no hope for the people at this particular juncture. That 
the secretary picks number six, the preferred alternative that actually passes, or 
is that the right term? 

Speaker 1: Becomes a final rule. 

Speaker 3: Becomes a final rule. So then let's say I'm a big company, and I want to go and 
log all of [inaudible 01:04:27], the nearest road less area to us, because that's 
what I'm most familiar with. So what's the process then? I want to do that. Do I 
just go do it? I mean, I need to permit of some sort, I assume. 

Speaker 1: If you want to log it yourself. 

Speaker 3: So there's a lot. No, if- 

Speaker 1: That would be timber theft. 

Speaker 3: If I want to cut down all the trees. Well, yeah. I don't know what happens then, 
because there's obviously a process, because you said it was the Tongass 
management plans 2016, or something. So what does that ... What will stop 
people from cutting down everything? That's what I want to know. 

Speaker 7: So we still have to follow our forest plan. We have timber target in our forest 
plan, which will not change. So we're not adding to that target. We're just, if the 
final rule is the preferred alternative, it's just the locations of where timber can 
be harvested, but the overall target does not change. And so we still have to 
follow all our processes including National Environmental Policy Act, and 
Historic Preservation Act, and all the other acts. We'll go through our viable 
analysis, and determining effects, and decide whether that particular sale will go 
through or not. 

Cal: And other [crosstalk 01:05:46] will not change? How do we know the forest plan 
will not change? 
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Speaker 7: Well, we're following the 2016 forest plan, and that's usually for 10 to 15 years. 

Speaker 3: And so does the forest plan. So then, there are lots of rules and regulations that 
would prevent roads and trees cut in certain areas of that area. I assume, like 
they couldn't go around them watershed [crosstalk 01:06:18] and rivers- 

Speaker 1: So, it depends on what ... The first thing that the agency would look at it if 
somebody expressed the desire to do an activity in the curative area. The first 
thing the agency would look at is what does the plan say? What is that area? 
Forest plan kind of zones areas for different types of development or not 
development. So it would look at the land use designation or that area. And so 
there are kind of three land use designations that we kind of consider 
developed [inaudible 01:06:53] production modified landscape and scenic view 
shed, which have very few limitations in the broader area on what could accrue 
there. So timber production kind of grow in those areas. 

Speaker 1: The next step, beyond looking at just what that land use designation is, is 
looking at what other standards and guidelines apply to those areas. And so 
that's kind of where Tongass 77 watersheds come in. There are certain 
watersheds that have been given this level of protection under the forest plan, 
where old-growth timber harvest were fitted, again growth is allowed. There's 
other protections, like there's guidelines that limit what we can do, and visual 
priority routes. So they're standard in timelines and things, and so you start with 
what the area is actually zoned for. What activities are allowed in that particular 
area, and then you go from there as to what restrictions on those activities. 
There may be based on other things. 

Speaker 7: But at that point, it's the regional foresters decision? Is that what I gather? 

Speaker 1: Typically decisions are either made by the forest supervisor. So down here, the 
Tongass forest supervisor, and then Rangers also have authority to make certain 
decisions, and there's different delegated authorities, so I don't really know. 

Speaker 7: Based on volume? 

Speaker 1: Based on volume, based on area, based on whether or not it's one district, or it 
spans two. Sometimes if it spans more than one district, the forest supervisor 
will be the one to make the decision for that. So it kind of depends on what the 
delegated authority is, but it's a local line officer making the decision. 

Speaker 7: So just last follow up is then ... So being federal employees basically, only if 
there are restrictions in place by some of these other things, not the road less 
rule. Would there be ...Would the forest supervisor, whoever makes that 
decision be able to stop the petitioner from doing that? Does that make sense? 

Speaker 1: So, line officers can always choose no action. We can't necessarily say no to 
things. Some things we can't say no to a personal development mining claim. 
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They have a right to develop their mining claim. We can impose restrictions on 
that, but we can't say no. So there are certain instances where we can't say no. 
Timber sales were not usually proposed by any one entity, as the agency looking 
at where it makes sense to go for timber, with an understanding of where 
industry is, where the mills are, where it makes sense to go. Those are typically 
proposed by us, and so the regional Forester or the forest supervisor would look 
at different areas. If they decided to look at [inaudible 01:09:57], he could select 
an alternative there. It would go through a separate need for process, and in the 
end, he could decide or not decide. 

Speaker 7: Okay, thank you. I just- 

Speaker 1: So, I had a question back here. I don't know if, still have one. [crosstalk 
01:10:11], and then I'll come back to somebody, Cal. 

Speaker 8: Okay, so you say submit your comments, submit your comments. We can't be 
heard unless you submit the comment. And then you have alternatives two 
through six, with preferred being six being very detailed [inaudible 01:10:30] a 
lot of time on them. When 90% or more people during scoping over a year ago 
said they wanted no action. Clearly, we're not being heard. Our audits might be 
in red, but we're not being heard, if over 90% said no action, how did it not just 
end at scoping saying clearly the public doesn't want a change the end. 

Speaker 8: Instead you have all of these, all of this time spent on all these attorneys 
[crosstalk 01:11:01] and a comment apparently doesn't make a difference at all, 
because you've clearly listened to the other 10%, or whatever percentage it 
was, and developed all these nice detailed plans based on the other 10%. So the 
state of Alaska is at home with Tongass National Forests. The U.S Forest Service 
doesn't own Tongass National Forest. The U.S. public owns the forest, and we're 
not being heard. I just don't understand why it didn't end at scoping, when it 
was pretty clear what day you guys covered the plan. [crosstalk 01:11:50] 

Speaker 1: I don't know what to say. I know that we were bad. And I know that we meaning 
myself, and the other Alaska realist coordinator on the team, I think you guys 
know where [crosstalk 01:12:05] was my counterpart, she left me to take a 
detail, at a very certain station. 

Speaker 1: But I know that when we looked at all those scoping comments, and the content 
analysis we got on those, and it was clear that the majority expressed support 
for the no action, we made clear that was clear in our scoping report. We came 
up with a summary scoping report, and we thought it was important to include 
that, to acknowledge that. And we did that. I don't want to say that the no 
action was given less consideration than the other alternatives. You know, that's 
kind of the deeper process. You come up with the proposed action. In this case, 
the state pushed a full exemption. You always have to consider the no action, 
and then you kind of look at ways to respond to everything you've heard. And so 
the other alternatives reflect, and attempt to respond to some of those and to 
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respond to, both what the state was asking for at that time. To respond to some 
of those specific Alaska things, that even the agency recognizes would be 
helpful. 

Speaker 1: But that doesn't mean that the no action isn't still an alternative on the ropes. 
I'll have [crosstalk 01:13:27] 

Speaker 2: Secretary- [crosstalk 01:13:33] 

Speaker 8: You guys might be listening, but he's not listening, because I don't know. 
[inaudible 01:13:39], and you don't have to. 

Speaker 1: Sorry, Cal first [crosstalk 01:13:46] I'll come back to you. 

Cal: I want to go back to this ASQ question, because I think the next stop after this, is 
going to be a change to the ASQ, because you put more [inaudible 01:13:56]. 
You're putting more land in the timber base. ASQ generation changes. To sit 
there and say that the ASQ hasn't been a change, I guarantee you the next step 
is going to be that. 

Speaker 3: What's ASQ 

Speaker 6: Allowed [crosstalk 01:14:12] 

Speaker 2: Even the preferred equipment more timber back into the base. Some leave the 
middle engraved. You put more timber back into the base, of course the ASQ is 
going to be calculated. Whether you guys ant to do it or not, the same people 
pushing this preferred alternative, is going to be the same people pushing the 
change to the ASQ. Just watch, mark my words. 

Speaker 3: It's caused smoke. I mean anything's possible in the future. It's possible. It's 
possible, the forest plan we revised in the future. 

Speaker 2: Tomorrow after this passes. 

Speaker 3: But the fact is that the timber target has gone down the past few years. So it's 
all about supply and demand. Can that change? Maybe, but mills have gone 
away as well. It's expensive to harvest timber and to process it. We've had sales 
on the shelves that haven't sold, so ... 

Cal: You just said process timber. You said process timber- 

Mike Taylor: And so this is going to help somehow? That's going to help that situation. 

Cal: You said process timber, but the stuff is getting exported to China. 

https://www.rev.com/transcript-editor/Edit?token=nK-qHLhtCxciW53ULKGUYmDFQvdC2AXZmGDQFh1DqLUgK8tkrTBQcxhAuVhOAuIOYgQvaqfQcVs8EpGT3q2E9hxs11U&loadFrom=DocumentHeaderDeepLink
https://www.rev.com/


This transcript was exported on Dec 17, 2019 - view latest version here. 

 

 

Gustavus Roadless Rule Meeting (Completed  12/17/19) 

Transcript by Rev.com 

Page 23 of 27 

 

Speaker 3: No, not currently, because of the tariffs. 

Cal: Well, because of the tariff is what happened there, but without the tariffs, it'd 
be going right this minute. 

Speaker 1: I will say, the 2016 plan was the first amendment under rated times rules? So 
ASQ is now called the potential timber sale quantity, PTSQ. The agency, the 
forest service, and autonomous is obligated to look at a market plan, the 
language of seek to meet market demand. And so with any planning effort, we 
have to identify what we think that demand is. And it is largely based on what 
the end products is. 

Speaker 2: The end product is round logs going to China? 

Speaker 1: We made the assumption it might be, I mean it might be. made the assumption 
early on that wrote this rulemaking wasn't going to drive up timber, the volume 
cut, because the forest plan would remain in place, and there was nothing that 
indicated that 46 million board feed that the forest plan identifies, and that was 
based on what we believe market demand is for Tongass timber in the longterm 
in that 15 year forest plan, life in the forest plan. We did look, Nicole looked at 
that again, and there is no information right now that indicates that anything 
has changed. You know, the underlying assumptions in that analysis remain 
valid today. There's nothing that tells the agency that we need more timber off 
the Tongass. And I think that validates our belief, that level of timber harvest 
really isn't going to change much. Right now, economics are even poorer than 
they have been in the past, because of tariffs, and other things going on in the 
destination markets. 

Speaker 1: That's really what drives Tonga's demand. That's what drives industry to buy 
and harvest, and in markets aren't great right now. 

Speaker 2: You have to add in the fact that the best Timber of the Tongass is long gone, and 
it's more expensive now. 

Speaker 1: We're over our time. I'll take a couple more questions, and then we need to 
break, instead of just- [crosstalk 01:17:53] Oh sorry. I know, I'm sorry, back to 
you first. 

Speaker 9: Just a couple of comments. One of 90% is[inaudible 01:17:58] they are 
[inaudible 01:18:12] politicians. And I think that we send in our [inaudible 
01:18:12] forest service, so whatever's sent to your last delegation, say 80 guys. 
Three's a lot of people who are saying what we're saying. You should listen to 
us. THat's all in respect [crosstalk 01:18:21]. However, but first of all do that. 
Thank you. 

Speaker 6: I'd just like the clarification, because we're going to take a break here, and the 
second half of this is going to be subsistence hearing. There's probably many of 
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us in the room that have comments about the road less, and it's a bigger issue 
than just subsistence. And so I'm wondering what you're looking for, and what's 
acceptable in comments, because I have three reasons why I think that we 
should be doing alternative one and no action. And in the final paragraph, it 
talks about subsistence. So is that being, I'm not welcome to speak in the 
second half, or I have to give my comments, just about subsistence. 

Speaker 6: This is a big issue, and the ramifications for all of us that use the Tongass, if we 
go with alternative six it's big, and it's bigger than subsistence. So, what are you 
looking for in second half? 

Speaker 3: Well, we're asking that testimony be related to how the final rule could affect 
your subsistence lifestyle, [crosstalk 01:19:29] and any other comments you're 
welcome to write down. With that being said, in some of the hearings, other 
things have come out, but it was focused on the effect of subsistence. 

Speaker 1: I mean I think, if I can add to that, I know that the other hearings, people 
expressed a variety of concerns. The one thing I want to make sure we respect is 
that we have two hours for the hearings. I don't know how many people want 
to provide testimony. I'm certainly not going to cut anybody off, because of my 
interpretation of whether you're comments are really relevant to what section 
8:10 provides for. 

Speaker 1: We just need to be respectful that the intent is to really come to an 
understanding of how this proposal might affect some systems use, and just 
recognize that depending on the number of people we have that want to 
provide testimony, we need to make sure everybody has an equal amount of 
time. So, I don't know. We'll take a look the sign in sheets, and how many 
people want to provide testimony, kind of divide the time up. We'll probably 
start with a time limit, just to make sure we cover everybody that wants to 
provide testimony, and then we can certainly circle back around if we have time 
to do that. 

Speaker 3: Could we have a show of hands who will be providing testimony? 

Speaker 2: I think there's a signup sheet wasn't there that went up. [crosstalk 01:21:02] 

Speaker 1: I know those signup sheets were confusing. Deborah invited Mark that they 
wanted to Yes, I'm sorry. The signup sheets were very confusing. 

Speaker 3: Another show of hands perhaps. 

Speaker 1: You know, we'll just go off the signup sheets, and if it's clear on the signup 
sheets, I think there's a why under some names here, meaning testimony. Yes. 
We'll start with that, but we're not going to end at the last person on the signup 
sheets. So if you intend, if you want to give testimony, we'll go through these 
sheets, and then we'll open up to others in the room. Or you can go back to 
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where you signed in, and put a Y in that first column, so that we know for sure 
you want to give testimony. I'll take a look at those numbers and then kind of 
come up with that initial limit, so that we can make sure everybody's- 

Speaker 2: Reduce this for subsistence? Just comments or, in general. 

Speaker 1: Again, like Bosch said, the intent is to provide testimony on how the proposal 
will affect 

Speaker 2: Just for subsistence, or is it more progressive? 

Speaker 1: It's a subsistence hearing. [inaudible 01:22:31] 

Cal: ]Be creative in how you define subsistence. [crosstalk 01:22:40] 

Speaker 3: Take a break. 

Speaker 2: So, you said 90% of people who lived in communities of the Tongass? Is it 
statewide 90%, nation 90%? 

Speaker 1: It was actually over 90%, and I don't know the exact percent [crosstalk 01:23:01] 
nationally, that was nationally. 

Speaker 2: So, do we know how much the percentage was for the communities living in the 
Tongass- 

Speaker 1: I think it did vary. It was still the majority. Some communities were 100% in 
favor of no action. We did hear in some communities people who supported it. 
But again, the majority- 

Speaker 2: Would it be fair to say like 80% majority- 

Speaker 1: I don't guess- [crosstalk 01:23:25], over 50% 

Speaker 2: So, if I remember the slide you said alternative five was supported by Ketchikan, 
Juneau, and a couple of other communities 

Speaker 1: That was the community use priority. They supported some additional economic 
opportunity in their communities. 

Speaker 2: Okay, so guess is that when you make a selection, to choose alternative one, 
two, three, four, five, and six, right?. You don't get to choose multiple 
alternatives, but when you said 90% or majority, you're saying that the people 
who responded, and the response is once election, or can you respond with 
multiple selections? 
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Speaker 1: Can the agency respond? 

Speaker 2: You said most of the people who responded. So, I'm assuming that means 
individuals. 

Speaker 1: Oh could could they respond with identifying different- 

Speaker 2: I'm guessing they respond with one choice. That would only be skewed, say 90% 
[inaudible 01:24:28]. What I'm trying to get to is you have a population. You say 
the majority of that population who made a selection chose alternative one. But 
you're saying that the two most populous areas selected alternative five? 

Speaker 1: No, I would not say that Juneau wanted alternative five. I don't exactly know- 

Speaker 3: Use alternatives three- 

Speaker 1: I think- 

Speaker 2: Oh, so it's three. 

Speaker 3: But they supported the community use designation. But of those, some still 
preferred no action. 

Speaker 1: I would have to go back to the letter that we got from the city and borough of 
Juneau, but I don't think it was in full support of an exemption. I think it just 
asked for additional, like a buffer of some sort. Juneau was the letter that I 
know had three mile buffer, where they wanted to be able to do additional 
activities in the borough. But I would not characterize the Juneau letter as being 
supportive of full exemption. There have been like Ketchikan Gateway Bureau 
has passed a resolution in favor of full exemption. At the same time, the 
Ketchikan Indian tribe has submitted comments requesting the no action. So 
even in communities there are clearly opposing viewpoints. 

Speaker 2: So, I guess I'm getting to the what we can do, if those local governments are not 
representing the majority of the people who are speaking. Perhaps there's an 
opportunity to address those assemblies and say, why aren't you listening to the 
majority of your people who are in favor of alternative one? 

Speaker 1: I think that's a very good idea. I know that in Petersburg, they had two different 
proposed resolutions in Petersburg. Both of them were voted down, I think 
because the Petersburg borough wanted additional time to think about it. They 
have one more borough meeting, or city meeting, city council. I don't know 
what it is in Petersburg. Was it a borough or city a council? But, whatever. They 
have one more meeting before the close and the comment period that they 
expected those resolutions 
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Mike Taylor: The reporting on that was very poor, because there was a vote, there was a 
proposal to support the full exemption. It was voted down six to one. I mean 
that's pretty decisive. 

Speaker 1: That was in the article that I saw actually. And the one in support of the full 
exemption was a much narrower, and I think that the agreement there was that 
the city council, or the borough assembly, or whatever it's called in Petersburg, 
would take it up again at their next meeting, which is prior to the close of the 
market period. So yes, that's a very good, if you don't think your locally elected 
officials are representing your interests or positions, I would write to them as 
well or, get an audience with them as well. So we really do need to take a break, 
so I make sure that the recorders are ready to go, and we'll start up again. 
[crosstalk 01:27:52] 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cullum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Cullum and I live in Juneau, Alaska. I have lived in Southeast Alaska going on 16 years. I 
have lived in the bush and the city. The Tongass National Forest is my familys playground and sanctuary. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future 
generations hunting, practicing my culture. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, economic livelihood, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying 
nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, Chichagof Island, Baranof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the 
central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, the southern mainland from 
Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island 
(near Ketchikan), all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The people who 
live, work and rely on the forest do not want to see it clearcut for short term rewards. We recognize the 
importance a healthy forest has on our food, livelihood and general wellbeing.. The State of Alaska says that a 
full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not 
help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies 
that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cullum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4034 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
People need jobs, but they also needs clean air, water and a healthy habitat for salmon spawning beds. 
Leaving the Tongass intact will provide more opportunities for growth, both in the forest and our local economy 
by continue to build on a already substantial tourism industry. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Melissa Cullum 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cullum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Overturning the Roadless Rule will do nothing but harm the environment, jeopardize an ecosystem and 
negatively impact tourism throughout Southeast Alaska. When logging was allowed years ago, it was a highly 
subsidized industry that cost more than just money, but resources as well. It left ugly swaths if land that has yet 
to recover. As an Alaskan who appreciates the beauty and wilderness of the Tongass, understand the 
important role it plays on a strong fishing industry and a place for my children to explore, I can't describe how 
opposed I am to lifting the Roadless Rule. It's reckless and shortsighted at best and completely destructive. It's 
time we stop stripping our resources for short term and marginal profits at the expense of others. Companies 
are only interested in the bottom line while Alaskans want more. The current governor, who is currently in the 
middle of a recall, does not represent the voice of Alaskans. It's time to start listening to those whose voices 
come from people, not corporations. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Cullum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4034 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
People need jobs, but they also needs clean air, water and a healthy habitat for salmon spawning beds. 
Leaving the Tongass intact will provide more opportunities for growth, both in the forest and our local economy 
by continue to build on a already substantial tourism industry.  
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Melissa Cullum 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Culmore 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Culmore and I live in Windsor, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Matthew Culmore 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Culp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Culp and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
Forests are the respiratory system of Planet Earth, our home.... the home we humans depend on for our life. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Culp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vern 
Last name: Culp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3953 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Vern Culp 
 
SITKA, AK 99835 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Vern 
Last name: Culp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3953 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Vern Culp 
SITKA, AK 99835 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wanda 
Last name: Culp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
2001 ROADLESS RULE TESTIMONY 
 
USFS, 
 
Please officiate my attached testimony on the ROADLESS RULE DEIS. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Wanda J Culp 
 
Hoonah, AK 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
November 14, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: ALASKA ROADLESS RULE 
 
PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
 
akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
 
 
To All This Concerns, 
 
 
 
My name is Kashudoha, Wanda Culp, Tlingit of the Tongass Forest's Glacier Bay whose cultural existence 
reaches far beyond recorded time. I am also the Tongass Forest Coordinator for the Women's Earth & Climate 
Action Network, WECAN International who is in D.C. today also speaking out. 
 
 
 
We are here on our land this time to assure that our direct testimony is properly and legally heard, despite the 
current process of elimination and minimization. It was our grandparent of the Tongass Forest who collectively 
came together for decades of battle for us to exist legally within our own midst, on our own land. They gave 
birth to the Alaska Native Brotherhood and Sisterhood early last Century to battle for equal rights, the right to 
vote, and for a just land claims settlement as the logging industry was already active and the USFS had 
destroyed our trapping and food gathering camps to eliminate signs of Tlingit use and occupancy. We gained 
the right to vote as American citizens in 1925; an equal rights law was placed in 1945 thanks to the wise 
reasoning and words of Elizabeth Peratrovich speaking for our children's future. Tlingit lawsuits resulted to the 
creation of the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council to administer federal programming services to S.E. 



Alaska tribes, the HIA contracts direct to the BIA so Hoonah is not a part of the T&H Central Council 
consortium. 
 
Our parents picked up the land claims battle, joining all of Alaska's Indigenous Peoples so that we could have 
actual ownership rights to our land, something that did not happen in earlier battles simply because out-of-state 
industrial interests already had their firm grip on Alaska's territorial government. Donations of coins from the 
Villages were collected to send Indigenous Alaskan representatives to Washington, D.C. so our voices could 
be justly heard. Those collective voices forced the final Congressional settlement in 1971: Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act - ANCSA, when we were provided title to lands and money to begin for-profit-sharing 
corporate businesses under State of Alaska laws - a State that does not recognize Tribal Sovereignty. Re-enter 
racial discrimination in Alaska. Inequity is built into ANCSA, our economy is being stolen through our own 
claims settlement. 
 
Under these terms, there is not a government around us that we can trust as each are misinterpreting and 
misfitting laws designed for our benefit placed under the designation of "race" rather than "culture". Today, our 
"protected" status statistics is lumped as "AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVES" - then Asians, Black/African 
Americans, Hawaiian/Pacific Islander Americans, Whites, Hispanic Americans, multi-racial, Gender Male or 
Female, those with disabilities, and then Youth. On top of that, the federal government does not use our historic 
pre-established tribal use boundaries, instead they use the State of Alaska's borough/Census areas where 
Hoonah on Chichagof Island is lumped in with Angoon on Admiralty Island and neither is under a borough form 
of government. The State of Alaska holds almost one half (1/2) of the U.S.'s federally recognized tribes and yet 
the state legislature and government refuses to honor our inherent sovereign right to be who we are connected 
to where we come from.  
 
As the original users and occupants of this Forest, we created the ANB, the ANS, the Hoonah Indian 
Association, the 1st Class City of Hoonah, the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council, and the for-profit 
ANCSA corporations, that spawned the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) Title 8, with 
the notion of protecting our "rural" way of life under the term "subsistence". These Indigenous-created entities 
and agencies must begin to be seen as our factions not ever given the authority to speak on our behalf. This 
legally proper and unused point of view would eliminate all the confusion that has made chaos of our living 
Cultural existence to the advantage of not us. 
 
The purpose of this public "National Interest" testimony today makes a perfect example of my point. 
 
AK's U.S. (R) Senator Lisa Murkowski's family holds private interest in the logging industry that is not important 
to this Century's local economy in the Tongass Forest. The State of Alaska is, however, still in the clear cut 
logging business through the S.E. regional ANC, Sealaska, who joined Alaska's senator and Governor and now 
the White House in supporting weakening this hard-fought 2001 NATIONAL ROADLESS RULE through an 
"exemption" of her own creation. Alaskans and Americans cannot afford to provide any further welfare to 
industry when the People are suffering for lack of simple human services at the national and state levels. 
 
It was the overwhelming voices of America's People that forced the ROADLESS RULE that is vulnerable 
because it has not been officially "coded" into the Code of Federal Regulations. The word "code" is defined as 
"the trunk of a tree, documents formed originally on wooden tablets". I find this ironic given today's situation of 
having to protect such wood from exploitation. Consequently, numerous federal laws were not properly initiated 
in the creation of the DEIS which itself has become legally vulnerable. 
 
We are not visitors to this land. We have here tonight maps of Hoonah's traditional use areas and the original 
and historic boundaries of the Tlingit and Haida families in the Tongass Forest. This points out to the USFS 
areas that need protection for us and must begin as the baseline for any and all land management 
programming, services and employment planning within the Tongass Forest. Sealaska Corporation and its land 
managers are in our tool box, we have never relinquished our Inherent Rights to govern and speak on our own. 
ANCs are not quislings, puppets for everyone's entertainment to be used against the tribes whose lands and 
values those corporations are responsible for protecting for our benefit, for our economy. 
 
State of AK is blatantly allowed to operate out of legal compliance with all federal laws that directly pertain to 
environmental protections including ANILCA Title 8 cultural existence and "subsistence use" across Alaska. For 
the USFS to be holding "hearings" tonight on "subsistence" while not doing so this week in D.C. is a diversion 



from the ROADLESS RULE that already innately involves traditional use of the Tongass Forest called 
"subsistence" - they are one in the same to us. 
 
Equally vital to recognizing tribes and voices for all wild life, GLOBAL WARMING is a for real condition in 
Alaska and within the Tongass Forest that does not need any further study or diversion. The very recent man-
made destruction of the Amazon forests has raised the importance of protecting the stands of the last intact 
Rain Forest in America, the Tongass National Forest. Every land manager with a conscience must be re-
thinking their current resource extraction plans with the clear eyes and minds of the GLOBAL WARMING 
CRISIS that we are in! Ignoring this crisis is not an option any longer. 
 
Through our partnership with WECAN International, a delegation of Indigenous Women's voices from Hoonah 
has been heard in Washington, D.C. today along with the Organized Village of Kake, and all of the other tribal 
sovereign voices from the N.W. Tribes and throughout the Tongass, the S.E. Alaska fishermen, the 
communities of Tenakee Springs and Skagway, and the many other local and national voices too. Marie 
Cantwell (D-WN) and Ruben Gallego (D-AZ), THANK YOU for standing up to the White House in defense of 
the ROADLESS RULE, and to the many other law-makers who cares enough to codify "Roadless Area 
Conservation" into law under S.B. 3333 that is facing Congress today. Deb Haaland, (D-AZ), thank you for 
calling the USFS out on prioritizing trees over tribes. 
 
There are plenty of mitigation issues at hand that need prioritizing rather than this purely political effort to 
muddle up the already muddied waters, behaving drunkenly. Laws established and enforced by governing 
authority must lay down rules of conduct and accepted principles as guides that work consistently under the 
science of laws and legal interpretations and applications, rather than through the mud of outside interests. 
Such will be a 1st for Alaskans. 
 
In summary: 
 
1. Option 1 - do not diminish the ROADLESS RULE, rather place it in the CFR for proper strength. 
2. Examine the current discriminatory designation for services, programming and employment under "culture" 
rather than "race" to destroy this free exploitation and convert into real life legalities. 
3. Include tribal laws and interests to address the disproportionately adverse effects that industry brings to us 
by prioritizing Women, Youth and the Future. 
 
To the USFS in Hoonah, who resides on our land as visitors, we thank you for hosting this valuable opportunity 
to be heard as equally and respectfully as those have been in Washington, D.C. this past week and today. Feel 
free to call upon us as the cultural experts we are. 
 
 
 
Kashudoha, Chookeneidi, Hoonah Tlingit 
 
Wanda J Culp, WECAN Coordinator for the Tongass Forest 
 
 
 
Attachment As Stated 
 
[See attachment containing the first part of a map of Hoonah Territory] 
 
[See attachment containing the second part of a map of Hoonah Territory] 
 
[See attachment containing the first part of a map of Southeastern Alaska and land belonging to tribes of the 
Tlingit and Haida] 
 
[See attachment containing the second part of a map of Southeastern Alaska and land belonging to tribes of 
the Tlingit and Haida] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wanda 
Last name: Culp 
Organization: WECAN Coordinator for the Tongass Forest 
Title:  
Comments: 
HC314 
 
Wanda J Culp Hoonah, AK 99829 
 
November 14, 2019 
 
To All This Concerns, 
 
My name is Kashudoha, Wanda Culp, Tlingit of the Tongass Forest's Glacier Bay whose cultural existence 
reaches far beyond recorded time. I am also the Tongass Forest Coordinator for the Women's Earth & Climate 
Action Network, *WECAN International* [text bolded for emphasis] who is in D.C. today also speaking out. 
 
We are here on our land this time to assure that our direct testimony is properly legally heard, despite the 
current process of elimination and minimalization. It was our grandparent of the Tongass Forest who 
collectively came together for decades of battle for us to exist legally within our own midst, on our own land. 
They gave birth to the Alaska Native Brotherhood and Sisterhood early last Century to battle for equal rights, 
the right to vote, and for a just land claims settlement as the logging industry was already active and the USFS 
had destroyed our trapping and food gathering camps to eliminate signs of Tlingit use and occupancy. We 
gained the right to vote as American citizens in 1925; an equal rights law was placed in 1945 thanks to the wise 
reasoning and words of Elizabeth Peratrovich speaking for our children's future. Tlingit lawsuits resulted to the 
creation of the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council to administer federal programming services to S.E. 
Alaska tribes, the HIA contracts direct to the BIA so Hoonah is not part of the T&H Central Council consortium. 
 
Our parents picked up the land claims battle, joining all of Alaska's Indigenous Peoples so that we could have 
actual ownership rights to our land, something that did not happen in earlier battles simply because out-of-state 
industrial interests already had their firm grip on Alaska's territorial government. Donations of coins from the 
Villages were collected to send Indigenous Alaskan representatives to Washington D.C. so our voices could be 
justly heard. Those collective voices for the *final* [text underlined for emphasis] Conrgressional settlement in 
1971: Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act - ANCSA, when we were provided title to lands and money to begin 
for-profit-sharing corporate businesses under State Alaska laws - a State that does not recognize Tribal 
Sovereignty. Re-enter racial discrimination in Alaska. Inequity is built into ANCSA, our economy is being stolen 
through our own claims settlement. 
 
Under these terms, there is not a government around us that we can trust as each are misinterpreting and 
misfitting laws designed for *our* [text underlined for emphasis] benefit placed under the designation of *"race"* 
[text italicized for emphasis] rahter than *"culture"* [text italicized for emphasis]. Today, our *"protected"* [text 
italicized for emphasis] status statistics is lumped as "AMERICAN INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVES" - then Asians, 
Black/African Americans, Hawaiian/Pacific Islander Americans, Whites, Hispanic Americans, multi-racial, 
Gender Male or Femail, those with disabilities, and then Youth. On top of that, the federal government *does 
not* [text underlined for emphasis] use our historic pre-established tribal use boundaries, instead they use the 
State of Alaska's borough/Census areas wehre Hoonah on Chicagof Island is lumped in with Angoon on 
Admiralty Island and neither is under a borough form of government. The State of Alaska holds almost one half 
(1/2) of the U.S.'s federally recognized tribes and yet the state legislature and government *refuses to honor 
our inherent sovereign right to be who we are connected to where we come from.* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
As the original users and occupants of this Forest, we created the ANB, the ANS, the Hoonah Indian 
Association, the 1st Class City of Hoonah, the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council, and the for-profit 
ANCSA corporations, that spawned the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) Title 8, with 
the notion of protecting our "rural" way of life under the term "subsistence". These Indigenous-created entities 
and agencies must begin to be seen as *our* [text underlined for emphasis] factions *not* [text underlined for 
emphasis] ever given the authority to speak on our behalf. This legally proper and unused point of view would 
eliminate all the confusion that has made chaos of our living Cultural existence to the advantage of not us. 
 



The purpose of this *public* [text italicized for emphasis] "National Interest" *testimony* [text italicized for 
emphasis] today makes a perfect example of my point. 
 
AK's U.S. (R) Senator Lisa Murkowski's family holds private interest in the logging industry that is not important 
to this Century's local economy in the Tongass Forest. The State of Alaska is, however, still in the clear cut 
logging business through the S.E. regional ANC Sealaska, who joined Alaska's senator and Governor and now 
the White House in supporting weakening this hard-fought 2001 NATIONAL ROADLESS RULE through and 
*"exemption"* [text italicized for emphasis] of her own creation. Alaskans and Americans cannot afford to 
provide any further welfare to industry when the People are suffering for lack of simple human services at the 
national and state levels. 
 
It was the overwhelming voices of America's People that forced the ROADLESS RULE that is vulnerable 
because it has not been officially "coded" into the *Code of Federal Regulations* [text underlined for emphasis]. 
The word *"code"* [text italicized for emphasis] is defined as *"the trunk of a tree, documents formed originally 
on wooden tablets".* [text italicized for emphasis] I find this ironic given today's situation of having to protect 
such wood from exploitation. Consequenty, numerous federal laws were not properly initiated in the creation of 
the DEIS which itself has become legally vulnerable. 
 
We are not visitors to this land. We have here tonight maps of Hoonah's traditional use areas and the original 
and historic boundaries of the Tlingit and Haida families in the Tongass Forest. This points out to the USFS 
areas that need protection for us and must begin as the baseline for any and all land management 
programming, services and employment planning within the Tongass Forest. Sealaska Corporation and its land 
managers are in *our* [text underlined for emphasis] tool box, we have never relinquished our Inherent Rights 
to govern and speak on our own. ANCs are *not* [text underlined for emphasis] quislings, puppets for 
everyone's entertainment to be used against the tribes whose lands and values those corporations are 
responsible for protecting for *our* [text underlined for emphasis] benefit, for *our* [text underlined for 
emphasis] economy. 
 
State of AK is blatantly allowed to operate out of legal compliance with all federal laws that directly pertain to 
environmental protections including ANILCA Title 8 cultural existence and "subsistence use" across Alaska. For 
the USFS to be holding "hearings" tonight on "subsistence" while not doing os this week in D.C. is a diversion 
from the ROADLESS RULE that already innately involves traditional use fo the Tongass Forest caleed 
"subsistence" - they are one in the same to us. 
 
Equally vital to recognizing tribes and voices for all wild life, GLOBAL WARMING is a for real condition in 
Alaska and within the Tongass Forest that does not need any further study or diversion. The very recent man-
made destruction of the Amazon forests has raised the importance of protecting the stands of the last intact 
Rain Forest in America, the Tongass National Forest. Every land manager with a conscience must be re-
thinking their current resource extraction plans with the clear eyes and minds of the GLOBAL WARMING 
CRISIS that we are in! Ignoring the crisis is not an option any longer. 
 
Through our partnership with WECAN International, a delegationo of Indigenous Women's voices from Hoonah 
has been heard in Washington D.C. today along with the Organized Village of Kake, and all of the other tribal 
sovereign voices from the N.W. Tribes and throughout the Tongass, the S.E. Alaska fishermen, the 
communities of Tenakee Springs and Skagway, and the many other local and national voices too. Marie 
Cantwell (D-WN) and Ruben Gallego (D-AZ), THANK YOU for standing up to the White House in defense of 
the ROADLESS RULE, and to the many other law-makers who cares enough to codify *"Roadless Area 
Conservation"* [text italicized for emphasis] into law under *S.B. 3333* [text bolded for emphasis] that is facing 
Congress today. Deb Haaland, (D-AZ), thany for calling the USFS out on prioritizing trees over tribes. 
 
There are plenty of mitigation issues at hand that need prioritizing rather than this purely political effort to 
muddle up the already muddied waters, behaving drunkenly. Laws established and enforced by governing 
authority *must* [text underlined for emphasis] lay down rules of conduct and accepted principles as guides 
that work consistently under the science of laws and legal interpretations and applications, rather than through 
the mud of outside interests. Such will be a 1st for Alaskans. 
 
In summary: 
 
1. Option 1 - do diminish the ROADLESS RULE, rather place it in the CFR for proper strength. 



 
2. Examine the current discriminatory designation for services, programming and employment under "culture" 
rather than "race" to destroy this free exploitation and convert into real life legalities. 
 
3. Include tribal laws and interests to address the disproportionately adverse effects that industry brings to us 
by prioritizing Women, Youth and the Future. 
 
To the USFS in Hoonah, who resides on our land as visitors, we thank you for hosting this valuable opportunity 
to be heard as equally and respectfully as those have been in Washington D.C. this past week and today. Feel 
free to call upon us as the cultural experts we are. 
 
Kashudoha, Chookeneidi, Hoonah Tlingit 
 
Wanda J Culp, WECAN Coordinator for the Tongass Forest 
 
Attachment As Stated 
 
[Map of Hoonah Territory across 2 pages] 
 
[Map of Southeastern Alaska across 2 pages] 
 









      November 14, 2019 

USDA Forest Service 
  Attn:  ALASKA ROADLESS RULE 
PO Box 21628 
Juneau, Alaska 99802 
akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
To All This Concerns, 
 
My name is Kashudoha, Wanda Culp, Tlingit of the Tongass Forest’s Glacier Bay whose cultural 
existence reaches far beyond recorded time.   I am also the Tongass Forest Coordinator for the 
Women’s Earth & Climate Action Network, WECAN International who is in D.C. today also 
speaking out. 
 
We are here on our land this time to assure that our direct testimony is properly and legally heard, 
despite the current process of elimination and minimization.   It was our grandparent of the 
Tongass Forest who collectively came together for decades of battle for us to exist legally within our 
own midst, on our own land.  They gave birth to the Alaska Native Brotherhood and Sisterhood 
early last Century to battle for equal rights, the right to vote, and for a just land claims settlement as 
the logging industry was already active and the USFS had destroyed our trapping and food 
gathering camps to eliminate signs of Tlingit use and occupancy.  We gained the right to vote as 
American citizens in 1925; an equal rights law was placed in 1945 thanks to the wise reasoning and 
words of Elizabeth Peratrovich speaking for our children’s future.  Tlingit lawsuits resulted to the 
creation of the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council to administer federal programming 
services to S.E. Alaska tribes, the HIA contracts direct to the BIA so Hoonah is not a part of the T&H 
Central Council consortium. 

Our parents picked up the land claims battle, joining all of Alaska’s Indigenous Peoples so that we 
could have actual ownership rights to our land, something that did not happen in earlier battles 
simply because out-of-state industrial interests already had their firm grip on Alaska’s territorial 
government.  Donations of coins from the Villages were collected to send Indigenous Alaskan 
representatives to Washington, D.C. so our voices could be justly heard.  Those collective voices 
forced the final Congressional settlement in 1971:  Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act – ANCSA, 
when we were provided title to lands and money to begin for-profit-sharing corporate businesses 
under State of Alaska laws - a State that does not recognize Tribal Sovereignty.  Re-enter racial 
discrimination in Alaska.  Inequity is built into ANCSA, our economy is being stolen through our 
own claims settlement. 

Under these terms, there is not a government around us that we can trust as each are 
misinterpreting and misfitting laws designed for our benefit placed under the designation of “race” 
rather than “culture”.  Today, our “protected” status statistics is lumped as “AMERICAN 
INDIAN/ALASKA NATIVES” – then Asians, Black/African Americans, Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 
Americans, Whites, Hispanic Americans, multi-racial, Gender Male or Female, those with 
disabilities, and then Youth.  On top of that, the federal government does not use our historic pre-
established tribal use boundaries, instead they use the State of Alaska’s borough/Census areas 
where Hoonah on Chichagof Island is lumped in with Angoon on Admiralty Island and neither is 
under a borough form of government.  The State of Alaska holds almost one half (1/2) of the U.S.’s 
federally recognized tribes and yet the state legislature and government refuses to honor our 
inherent sovereign right to be who we are connected to where we come from.    

mailto:akroadlessrule@usda.gov


As the original users and occupants of this Forest, we created the ANB, the ANS, the Hoonah Indian 
Association, the 1st Class City of Hoonah, the non-profit Tlingit & Haida Central Council, and the for-
profit ANCSA corporations, that spawned the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
(ANILCA) Title 8, with the notion of protecting our “rural” way of life under the term “subsistence”.  
These Indigenous-created entities and agencies must begin to be seen as our factions not ever given 
the authority to speak on our behalf.  This legally proper and unused point of view would eliminate 
all the confusion that has made chaos of our living Cultural existence to the advantage of not us.   

The purpose of this public “National Interest” testimony today makes a perfect example of my point.   

AK’s U.S. (R) Senator Lisa Murkowski’s family holds private interest in the logging industry that is 
not important to this Century’s local economy in the Tongass Forest.  The State of Alaska is, 
however, still in the clear cut logging business through the S.E. regional ANC, Sealaska, who joined 
Alaska’s senator and Governor and now the White House in supporting weakening this hard-fought 
2001 NATIONAL ROADLESS RULE through an “exemption” of her own creation.  Alaskans and 
Americans cannot afford to provide any further welfare to industry when the People are suffering 
for lack of simple human services at the national and state levels. 

It was the overwhelming voices of America’s People that forced the ROADLESS RULE that is 
vulnerable because it has not been officially “coded” into the Code of Federal Regulations.  The 
word “code” is defined as “the trunk of a tree, documents formed originally on wooden tablets”.  I find 
this ironic given today’s situation of having to protect such wood from exploitation.  Consequently, 
numerous federal laws were not properly initiated in the creation of the DEIS which itself has 
become legally vulnerable. 

We are not visitors to this land.  We have here tonight maps of Hoonah’s traditional use areas and 
the original and historic boundaries of the Tlingit and Haida families in the Tongass Forest.  This 
points out to the USFS areas that need protection for us and must begin as the baseline for any and 
all land management programming, services and employment planning within the Tongass Forest.  
Sealaska Corporation and its land managers are in our tool box, we have never relinquished our 
Inherent Rights to govern and speak on our own.  ANCs are not quislings, puppets for everyone’s 
entertainment to be used against the tribes whose lands and values those corporations are 
responsible for protecting for our benefit, for our economy. 

State of AK is blatantly allowed to operate out of legal compliance with all federal laws that directly 
pertain to environmental protections including ANILCA Title 8 cultural existence and “subsistence 
use” across Alaska.  For the USFS to be holding “hearings” tonight on “subsistence” while not doing 
so this week in D.C. is a diversion from the ROADLESS RULE that already innately involves 
traditional use of the Tongass Forest called “subsistence” – they are one in the same to us.   

Equally vital to recognizing tribes and voices for all wild life, GLOBAL WARMING is a for real 
condition in Alaska and within the Tongass Forest that does not need any further study or 
diversion.  The very recent man-made destruction of the Amazon forests has raised the importance 
of protecting the stands of the last intact Rain Forest in America, the Tongass National Forest.  
Every land manager with a conscience must be re-thinking their current resource extraction plans 
with the clear eyes and minds of the GLOBAL WARMING CRISIS that we are in!  Ignoring this crisis 
is not an option any longer. 

Through our partnership with WECAN International, a delegation of Indigenous Women’s voices 
from Hoonah has been heard in Washington, D.C. today along with the Organized Village of Kake, 
and all of the other tribal sovereign voices from the N.W. Tribes and throughout the Tongass, the 



S.E. Alaska fishermen, the communities of Tenakee Springs and Skagway, and the many other local 
and national voices too.  Marie Cantwell (D-WN) and Ruben Gallego (D-AZ), THANK YOU for 
standing up to the White House in defense of the ROADLESS RULE, and to the many other law-
makers who cares enough to codify “Roadless Area Conservation” into law under S.B. 3333 that is 
facing Congress today.  Deb Haaland, (D-AZ), thank you for calling the USFS out on prioritizing trees 
over tribes. 

There are plenty of mitigation issues at hand that need prioritizing rather than this purely political 
effort to muddle up the already muddied waters, behaving drunkenly.  Laws established and 
enforced by governing authority must lay down rules of conduct and accepted principles as guides 
that work consistently under the science of laws and legal interpretations and applications, rather 
than through the mud of outside interests.  Such will be a 1st for Alaskans. 

In summary: 

1.  Option 1 – do not diminish the ROADLESS RULE, rather place it in the CFR for proper 
strength. 

2. Examine the current discriminatory designation for services, programming and 
employment under “culture” rather than “race” to destroy this free exploitation and convert 
into real life legalities. 

3. Include tribal laws and interests to address the disproportionately adverse effects that 
industry brings to us by prioritizing Women, Youth and the Future. 

To the USFS in Hoonah, who resides on our land as visitors, we thank you for hosting this valuable 
opportunity to be heard as equally and respectfully as those have been in Washington, D.C. this past 
week and today.  Feel free to call upon us as the cultural experts we are. 

 

Kashudoha, Chookeneidi, Hoonah Tlingit 

Wanda J Culp, WECAN Coordinator for the Tongass Forest 

 

Attachment As Stated 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassandra 
Last name: Culps 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
National Forest are one of the greatest treasures America has to offer. Healthy forests are important for now 
and the future generations. You know this already, so I'll get to the point. I am opposed to this project. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Burt 
Last name: Culver 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Burt Culver and I live in Glendale, California. 
 
We have to think about future generations of Americans not just about profit today. They have the right to enjoy 
our national treasures too. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Burt Culver 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Cumings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dawn Cumings and I live in Wayne, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dawn Cumings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cheyne 
Last name: Cumming 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Cheyne Cumming 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Cumming 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Cumming and I live in Bainbridge, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Cumming 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diana 
Last name: Cumming 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diana Cumming and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diana Cumming 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariel 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To the Secretary of Agriculture- 
 
I live in Craig, Alaska and rely on the Tongass National Forest for subsistence- including hunting, fishing and 
berry picking. I also spend the majority of my off-work time recreating on the Tongass, including camping, 
hiking and kayaking. I, along with the vast majority of my neighbors and southeast Alaska residents, oppose 
any changes to the current Roadless Rule. Despite the overwhelming support of the current rule, the Secretary 
has selected a full repeal as the preferred alternative, at the request of the Governor of Alaska, and with the 
support of State of Alaska representatives that receive campaign donations from the timber industry. The public 
has not been given a voice in this process. 
 
The Purpose and Need section of the Rule Change says the Tongass needs to provide timber to the timber 
industry. Is this not already part of the Tongass's Forest Plan? More land does not need to become available 
for timber harvest if the Tongass is meeting the need of timber harvest already. Additionally, a full repeal of the 
Roadless Rule will not assist the Tongass transition to Young Growth. 
 
The environments effects from future timber sales under a full repeal could go undisclosed, violating NEPA. 
Current landscape scale NEPA projects on the forest do not analyze the effects of future timber sales in 
roadless areas. The Prince of Wales Landscape Level Assessment and the Central Tongass Project both do 
not have a specific unit pool, and the Forest Service may attempt to authorize timber harvest in roadless areas 
under these NEPA decisions. 
 
The environmental effects from a full repeal seem purposefully obscured. This rule change outlines no major 
changes to terrestrial habitat from repealing Roadless Rule, yet fails to show how quickly an administrative 
change for LUD boundaries, without public process, could occur. The Forest Supervisor could authorize a 
change increasing lands suitable for timber harvest overnight, without analyzing or disclosing the effects to the 
public. More timber harvest would most certainly have an effect on deer and fish populations, making it more 
difficult for myself and my community to subside in southeast Alaska. 
 
This entire process has decreased the level of trust the public has for the Forest Service. 
 
Sincerely, Ariel Cummings 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Frank Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, James Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Cummings and I live in Merritt Island, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, James Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joan Cummings and I live in Putnam, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joan Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judy Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Last year I visited Alaska for this first time, fulfilling a long-held childhood dream. Growing up in a suburb of a 
major city, big nature always felt far-off to me. The vibrance and wildness of places like the Tongass nurtured 
my love of nature and captured my imagination; I saw something of the greatness of this country in the power 
and liveliness of Alaskan forests. Knowing there was land that held the majestic community of life comprised of 
bears and salmon and whales and eagles and ancient trees and intact watersheds made me feel proud to be 
an American. That kind of natural vibrance cannot be purchased at any price and is valuable not merely for its 
beauty and diversity but for the ways that healthy, connected natural systems function to support human life. 
Cutting more roads into the last large forests of this country does not serve the people of America, in particular 
our children, grandchildren, and future generations. 
 
 
 
Today I know children who look, as I did when I was young, to these big, wild places as the places that hold 
their dreams-places of possibility where there are no roads carved out; where feet and the imagination can 
wander together. That possibility, in and of itself, is worth protecting. 
 
 
 
I am frustrated by this roadless rule review process and the way that the voices of the communities in SE 
Alaska have been seemingly ignored in the choice for preferred plan. This preferred plan does not serve the 
people living in the roadless areas that will be affected, not to mention the people of this nation, for whom the 
Tongass is a living treasure. It benefits the dwindling logging industry and reinforces harmful narratives of 
economic growth as progress. 
 
 
 
The protections that the roadless rule affords Alaska's forests are important for ensuring the future health of 
communities here. Please choose "no exemption" as the preferred plan for an Alaska-specific roadless rule. 
 
 
 
When I visited Alaska, I sat in on a scoping meeting and I attach the transcript of that meeting here so that the 
community comments voiced there will be represented in this process. 
 
 
 
Thank you for examining this with care, 
 
Katherine Cummings 
 
 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "Roadless Scoping Meeting 9/19/18] 
 
[Position] 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "Roadless Scoping Meeting 9/19/18] 
 
[Position] 
 



Roadless Scoping Meeting  

9/19/18 

 

TS: Tenakee Springs resident (when known, named in parenthesis) 

FS: Government scoping official (when known, named in parenthesis) 

xxx: words or phrases that were difficult to discern in recording. 

 

TS (Kevin): I’d be curious to find out how much high volume timber is left in these 

roadless areas. I bet that there’s relatively little left and my concern is that those would 

go. 

 

FS: That’s a valid concern and I definitely would encourage you, if you have a specific 

area that you’re concerned about please let us know. 

 

TS: I noticed in the… different groups are participating like the group of fishermen 

tourism, mining, and all that, I didn’t see any subsistence groups represented personal use 

resource reasons will they be included in that? 

 

FS: Yeah they could, absolutely. I’ve learner that folks have different concepts of 

subsistence but rural communities, if you think of subsistence in that way, or native 

Alaskans, if you think of subsistence in that way would both be represented and the 

administrative work calls for that representation on that group. There’s also an at-large 

public representation that can be on that group and so there really is no limits to interests 

that can be represented on that group. That’s how the administrative order is written. So I 

think that the governor’s intent is to have the broadest spectrum of interests represented 

as possible. If you have interest in any of those sections or categories I’d encourage you 

to apply for that group. 

 

FS2: Can I follow up on one point? So the forest service still will have to go through their 

subsistence testimony so there’s a second part outside of that for a subsistence standpoint 

so that process would still have to be in place. 

 

FS1: Absolutely. Subsistence hearings—there will be formal subsistence hearings. 

 

TS: I was stunned when I heard that you’re planning to have 13 people that aren’t even 

picked yet and they’re supposed to have a report by November 30
th

. That is exceedingly 

optimistic and unrealistic. And the other thing I’m wondering is the Tongass 77 area. We 

just finished two years ago working out an agreement with the TLUMP 2016. It took a lot 

of time to work out and I think we came to a consensus in the state. Now we’re getting 

thrown a whole new thing that potentially I believe—I mean, you said that it won’t alter 

TLUMP—but if it’s not, tell me if I’m wrong, I think depending upon what’s decided on 

this it will require a revision of TLUMP. 

 

FS: It could change. 

 



TS: So I think it’s very likely, unless we stick with the no change alternative, that it 

would, so we’ll be back into that again. But what happens with the Tongass 77? I believe 

that those are at the lower end of policy so those are all open to being taken out of the 

roadless rule. 

 

FS: So the regulation—or, uh, the broader layer that would allow or disallow certain 

activities within a specified area—and the forest at that point they can make it more 

restrictive or less restrictive—or, not less restrictive, they can make it more restrictive 

than the regulation if they choose to do so. 

 

And that would be a separate process if it’s needed. 

 

TS: But they theoretically could take Tongass 77 out of the protected system with this 

new change and then it would require a new change to TLUMP obviously. So that would 

be something that we should make sure that specific detail that we can state “include all 

the tongass 77” and that’s specific enough? 

 

FS: Yep, we’ll understand what that means. 

 

Baret: I have a question: The 13 members on the citizen advisory committee—how are 

they chosen? Do they apply? Do you pick them? How’s that process work? 

 

FS: There’s an application that you express an interest to the governor’s office.  

 

TS: I thought those were due already. 

 

FS: The administrative order called for applications by last Friday the 14
th

. But they 

haven’t been named so if you have an interest, apply. But the governor did open it up for 

a seven-day application period but there’s no law that says you can’t accept an 

application after that. So they’re working right now—the governor’s office is working 

right now to consider the applications they have and make the appointments to that 

group. So I am not going to tell you not to apply. At the top of the press release there are 

contacts to the governor’s office—staff phone numbers—and then at the bottom there’s a 

link to where you can express an interest. I think it’s an email and a website. I checked on 

Tuesday and the application like was still live on Tuesday. 

 

TS (Molly): Can you address the need for haste? It seems like, we’ve been involved in so 

many EIS processes, we kind of know the drill. And this seems like a hugely accelerated 

process. Can you explain that? 

 

FS (Kyle): It’s not my process, so I’ll look to these gentlemen. 

 

FS2 (Earl): The process was set forth—and I’d have to yield to Ken to go through those 

steps—I think they’re looking for a draft this summer and a final the following summer. 

 



FS3 (Ken): So the secretary of Agriculture pretty much set that deadline for us. And the 

secretary actually, rightfully so, when we say two years it sounds like a really accelerated 

process to us because we’ve been doing this a long time and it takes us typically three, 

five years to do this. And under the new administration the agency has been looking at 

our processes trying to speed them up trying to be more efficient because, if you think 

about it, when it takes you five years to develop a forest plan and the time horizon is for 

fifteen, that doesn’t make any sense. We spend an extraordinary amount of time planning 

and going through this process of documentation when in reality the process itself is 

fairly straightforward: you develop alternatives, you analyze the impacts and you do that 

twice, and you should be able to do that in two years. And so we are trying to meet the 

demands of the new administration and it’s not an unreasonable demand to speed up the 

bureaucracy. 

 

TS: What was the timeline for the 2016 plan amendment? 

 

FS2 (Earl): August 2013 to December 2016, so whatever that period of time is. 

 

TS: So three years, three years for a full plan amendment. 

 

TS (Tuck): It’s pretty clear that the greatest economic driver in SE Alaska now and has 

been reconfirmed again in a study that today came out on raven radio is tourism, guiding, 

fishing—those kinds of opportunities. Now I’m pretty sure that it wasn’t that industry 

that went to the governor and said, “Hey, we want to change this roadless rule.” So can 

you explain who and which industries it was that specifically went and why if the greatest 

economic driver is tourism, why are they not being listened to? 

 

FS (Kyle): I’m gonna try to answer this in maybe an indirect way. To be honest, I don’t 

know what industries, if any, came to the governor and said we want you to petition, it’s 

certainly not evident in the petition itself, but to your point and what I really want to 

encourage you to do is to speak to this in a scoping comment. Here’s why: the 2001 

national roadless rule, it was national in scope, so I can almost guarantee you that it did 

not consider tourism, fishing, recreational interests when it was promulgated in 2001. 

These are the exact local issues that Earl was talking about and Ken was talking about 

that should drive this Alaska roadless rule that they’re contemplating right now. And so 

that, I totally agree with you, I think what you’re saying is that the timber industry is—

well, I don’t know what it is—I think it’s less than 1% of the economy of Southeast and 

these other industries are collectively a large percentage of the economy, that’s exactly 

what the Forest Service needs to here. Now to take it to the next step you would need to 

say, therefore, here’s how I want you to manage the roadless areas on the Tongass under 

the Alaska roadless rule. 

 

TS (Kim): I guess, to follow up on Tuck’s comment, is there something in the public 

record to the state of Alaska—letters, meetings, something with Governor Walker—that 

spurred him to petition the Federal government to open up this rule? 

 

FS: If there is, I’m not aware of it. 



 

TS (Kim): I find that incredulous to think that there’s nothing in writing, that there’s 

nothing public to share with the citizens of Alaska as to why you’re looking at pursuing 

this rule? We have something in place; it’s not broken. So why are we pursuing 

something? It feels like there’s things that aren’t being shared with the public. 

 

FS (Kyle): So the state objected to the 2001 roadless rule as applied in Alaska 

immediately following the record of decision for that rule. That objection ultimately led 

to the Forest Service issuing an amended record of decision in 2003 that became the 

Tongass Exemption Rule; so from 2003 to 2011 the Tongass was exempted through an 

objection process by the state of Alaska. The court case that was initiated in 2009, that 

ultimately went to the ninth circuit court of appeals, that resulted in the exemption being 

set aside—meaning being invalidated; that was an important case. Again, the state 

challenged that decision immediately following. The US Supreme court opted not to take 

that up, so that ended our legal challenges on the 2003 exemption. We filed a lawsuit 

with the US District court of DC around that time challenging, again, the application of 

the national rule in the Tongass, and that case is still pending and oral arguments are 

scheduled for October. Respectfully, I think the state has been consistent from day one in 

its objection of the roadless rule and the various iterations of it, all through that entire 

period and we continue to argue that it’s a violation of other Federal law applied in the 

Tongass. So what’s different with this rulemaking, though, is this is not the 2001 roadless 

rule and it’s not the 2003 exemption. It’s something that has never been tried before. It’s 

can the Forest Service develop an Alaska-specific roadless rule that manages 

appropriately the roadless values on the Tongass and also allows for some exemptions to 

allow for…for things that are important to the region. 

 

TS (Kim): So you’re trying a way that—it hasn’t worked in the courts thus far, so you’re 

looking for another legal route to— 

 

FS (Ken): So we’ve been in litigation with the 2001 either all on or all off for 17 years 

and frankly that is broken, that is broken. We’ve spent millions of dollars on just this one 

rule and what we’re trying is something totally different in that we aren’t trying the one-

size-fits-all approach, we’re trying to go to the local communities, trying to find out 

specifically what is the local communities needs and desires for roadless area 

management around their communities. And we can take a rule and not make it one-size-

fits-all for the Tongass, we could tailor it for specific communities. And that’s what we 

believe at this point. 

 

FS (Earl): Can we do a check in there were a few hands… 

 

@ 14:00 

 

TS (Dorti?): I very, very much appreciate you speaking to the public process and how all 

of that works, and I really appreciate you, Kyle, for giving that whole litigation history, 

but it was specifically stated that one of the state’s concerns was how this constrains rural 

economic development, and while the question has been asked a few times, I think it’s 



sort of been danced around, and I would appreciate you to maybe be more specific to 

some of the reasons that there’s concern for constraints for rural economic development 

in southeast. 

 

FS (Kyle): Boy, uh, this is where I really need to have the petition and our legal 

arguments go into that. I just don’t know if I have a lot of detail beyond what I’ve given 

you. 

 

TS (Dorti?): I mean, he could give us great examples of situations like skiing in 

Colorado, there was the mention of Hoonah. Would you give me a few examples of 

specific concerns to constraints to rural economic development in southeast? 

 

FS (Kyle): Well, yeah, I think it’s around communities that are surrounded by roadless 

areas. How do those communities develop and evolve through time? You know there’s 

been discussion about connecting energy networks in southeast for a lot of years. There’s 

been discussion about connections from those communities to marine access, port 

facilities, for the ferry. Department of Transportation has a southeast transportation plan 

that can’t be fully implemented because of the roadless areas on the Tongass, but their 

plan is to have a road corridor connections between communities with shorter ferry 

routes, so it’s those types of vision documents that the state has developed over the years 

that having some accommodations in an Alaska-specific roadless rule could see those 

through, and ultimately those would be for community development benefits. 

 

TS (Dorti?): One more follow-up, and not to put you on the spot further, but as far as I 

understand it, there’s already exemptions to allow for things like hydro and power and 

DOT corridors, so how do those things not already meet the current needs? 

 

FS (Kyle): Yeah, there’s exemptions for reasonable access for those things. There isn’t—

as one example—there isn’t a provision that says a road to achieve those is the reasonable 

access. So in the 2001 roadless rule it says that you should have reasonable access to 

energy, if I go down the list, there’s minerals, things like that but procedurally, having 

someone go through that process and putting the State, it’s a process that’s uncertain and 

it’s burdensome and I think very few projects have actually been able to navigate that 

process. Plus, when you’re looking at an island archipelago, which we are here on the 

Tongass, you have to look at road access versus water access, air access, these other 

forms of access, before you have this determination of whether a road is actually the most 

reasonable alternative. 

 

FS (Earl): Without usurping my colleague’s authority, I was gonna offer a different 

perspective. 

 

FS (Kyle): Please do. 

 

FS (Earl): The situation in Southeast Alaska across all thirty-two or three communities, 

they’re all very different. They all have very different interests. That’s really the intent of 

trying to come out and get the comments from the different communities; trying to visit 



roughly half of them. Because I don’t know that anybody knows exactly what that answer 

would be from each of the communities because thus far—I think we’ve been through six 

so far, something like that, six or seven communities, we still have about ten to go—I 

think it’s gonna become very clear in the comments and the responses back, where each 

community sits and how they apply it. I think that’s why I would urge folks to respond in 

the fashion of what your community is interested in and how you’d like to see that 

applied both spatially or geographically in the narrative that—uh, cause I think we’ll see 

some variation there. 

 

TS (Dorti?): Thank you for answering that and making the effort to go to all the places. 

 

@ 19:00 

 

TS (Craig): Yeah, I’m speaking as an American taxpayer now not as a person from a 

specific community in Southeast Alaska: Let’s assume for a minute that a community in 

Southeast Alaska would like to see roading in roadless areas so that they could timber 

harvest old growth, I mean that’s just a hypothetical. Based on what we’ve seen through 

many decades, it costs about one hundred and sixty thousand to five hundred thousand 

dollars per mile to build road in the Tongass, the figures we’ve seen. So my question do 

you is this: Let’s assume that community X gets their way and they get to build (xxx) 

road. Are my tax dollars going to be spent to subsidize those roads? Or is the timber 

industry going to in and pay for that with timber harvest and then sell the timber to pay 

for all that. Because in the old days, it was my tax dollars paid for those roads, and it just 

absolutely made no economic sense, and I don’t think we need to go there again. It’s 

stupid. 

 

FS (Earl): I can’t even guess to predicate what the future looks, so I wouldn’t, I wouldn’t 

be able to even try. 

 

TS (Craig): Well I just hope we don’t go there because it’s stupefying that we would 

pay…its corporate welfare, is what it is. 

 

TS (Tuck): Just adding onto that, after those roads were built, and we subsidized those 

roads, we had to go back and pull out all the culverts, all the bridges that stopped salmon 

from going up streams and—and—and we had to spend tax dollars there again. And so 

are you guys asking us now to subsidize this new roadless rule with more taxpayer 

money, and are we gonna have to go back and pull out all of those culverts afterwards, 

after they’ve stopped up streams. Or are you gonna have a different plan for fixing 

culverts and bridges as we go along to stop salmon from going up rivers. 

 

FS (Kyle): I’m not saying what the rule’s gonna look like. It could, it could occur. 

 

FS (Earl): And, and it’s fairly important that I acknowledge right off the top that the issue 

of aquatic organism passage, of these culverts in many cases, is still a significant issue on 

the Tongass. So I don’t wanna minimize that where we are right now is the right place. 

We are working diligently to assess all of the culverts across the entirety of the Tongass 



and trying to ascertain which ones still need to be, allow for passage—and I’m not a 

hydrologist, so I can’t speak to that—but I know that number is well in excess of a 

hundred, that we’ve already determined. So I’d like to say to your comment about—so 

we’ve got them all pulled out and everything’s in good shape—but it’s not, it’s not there 

yet, there’s still a lot of work to be done. 

 

TS (Joanie): Yeah, I have a question about your, if the roads were allowed, as I recall on 

your PowerPoint that one thing that would not be allowed would be authorized ground 

disturbing activities. Is that correct?  

 

FS (Kyle): With this regulation. 

 

TS (Joanie): So how would you do that, how would you build roads without disturbing— 

 

FS (Ken): So that’s a great question. This regulation does not authorize any ground-

disturbing activities. We are not authorizing any activities. What we’re doing is we’re 

developing the underlying regulation that could allow for it. Right now, it’s not allowed 

within inventoried roadless areas—timber harvest or road construction—we could change 

the underlying regulation, so the forest plan has to comply with all actable regulations. So 

the forest plan may be changed in the future. xxx 22:50 and that is what we mean by 

there’s no authorized activities. So it’s really kind of bureaucratic at this stage of the 

game. 

 

TS (Kim): But it’s key. 

 

FS (Ken): It is key. It is key. We acknowledge it. What we’re saying is there’s no direct 

effects of this regulation because there’s no specific activity that we’re allowing to occur. 

However we recognize that we are increasing the potential for those activities. And we 

will analyze for that increased potential. 

 

FS (Earl): And then just for clarity, because I know how much everybody loves scoping 

meetings; it just really drives all of us. You mentioned this at a regulation level. So that 

could likely drive either an amendment or a revision to the forest plan, which is another 

level down. And then you could actually have to have the environmental analysis 

associated with actually doing something. And so it’s not just the action of the regulatory 

side of it, it’s all the other sub actions that really get to that— 

 

TS (Joanie): So I have another question: If we just decide that we want to change the 

roads, could we change it so it’s more restrictive? 

 

FS (Ken): Yes, we did in Colorado. We made it more restrictive in places. 

 

TS (Joanie): And—uh—one more: What’s the citizens group the state was represented on 

and they’ve met for quite a bit of time and to decide—and it wasn’t long ago that it was 

disbanded—but they did come to this recommendation that we not have any more roads 

that we continue harvesting, um, no more old growth, and the state was on it, the forest 



service, the environmental groups. What happened to that recommendation? That was 

just last year, wasn’t it? 

 

FS (Earl): So I would have to assume that it’s the Tongass Advisory Committee that 

you’re referring to. 

 

TS (Joanie): Yes. The TAC. 

 

@ 25:00 

 

FS (Earl): So the TAC was put together, I think in August 2013 and assigned to come up 

with recommendations associated with the amendment of the forest plan. The focus on 

that was to allow for a transition from old growth to young growth within the forest 

products industry side of it. The forest supervisor added one more caveat: He said I want 

you to look at renewable energy options because there were several communities that 

were trying to get off of diesel-generated power. And so that was the focus of the TAC 

was transition from old growth to young growth and to renewable energy components. 

Those recommendations came in, they came in in draft form. We went through those as 

they went from draft to final in the forest planning process and then incorporated most of 

the operational components; there were some that were cultural, that didn’t come into 

play. But those were effectively activated on in the December 2006 forest plan 

amendment. 

 

TS (Joanie): Good. But they didn’t include logging old growth. 

 

FS (Earl): It still allowed for old growth logging. So I don’t wanna say it was excluded. 

But it was a shift in the xxx from old growth that went down and young growth coming 

up over the next fifteen, twenty years. 

 

TS: I’m just unclear, then what happens to that plan? 

 

FS (Earl): It depends. If you go through the potential options here if it’s a no-action 

alternative, then I guess it’s basically you stay where you’re at. If it becomes an action, 

then you’re probably going to have to assess it and either amend or revise the forest plan 

again. 

 

FS (Kyle): Can I try to add one thing? 

 

FS (Earl): Please. 

 

FS (Kyle): If either of these gentlemen propose any changes to the 2016 forest plan, they 

come back before you right here, and they’d be talking to you about that proposal. So 

they have to have scoping meetings, they’d have to have another draft EIS, they’d have to 

have another final EIS, they’d have to have another record of decision. 

 

TS: And that’s gonna happen in two years? 



 

FS: No, that’s not happening.  

 

FS: The state asked us to do that and we did not agree to do that, just like we did not 

agree to do a full exemption. We haven’t agreed to do a forest plan revision. Or 

amendment at this stage of the game because we want to explore the, what an Alaskan 

roadless rule would look like. And it may or may not be consistent with the existing 

management plan. 

 

TS (Molly): Again, I also want to thank you for coming here. It’s really good to have the 

opportunity to talk. I want to frame my comments as a question. I guess the question 

comes down to, do you understand why we feel, I feel, so strongly about this? Why we 

look at this roadless rule as another layer of protection on the areas that we care about so 

much? People like me who have been here since the last ice age—(laughter)—I 

remember when I first arrived 43 years ago, the intent was to clear cut every valley in this 

inlet. Liquidate all the decadent old growth. And it’s been a long and persistent, 

consistent effort by people in Tenakee to keep these places in tact. And there’s so many 

reasons but it all revolves around salmon, at least that’s a good way to express it. We all 

eat salmon, we all have an economic stake in salmon, and we all understand that in 

particular Coho salmon that are the lynchpin of the trolling industry right now require 

intact watersheds. You can’t just protect the river. They require rearing areas for up to 

three years that are tiny tributaries and beaver ponds and they’re very vulnerable to 

disturbance and as the ocean conditions and the climate is changing, the salmon are under 

threat from all corners and our inlet is a refuge in addition, Tenakee’s economy is, it’s 

amazing to me if I start counting the population of full time residents not much more than 

100. Start to count up the commercial fishery permits in this town —mostly troll—I came 

up with—there’s Rudy, there’s Jason, there’s Yuriah—eight. It’s a huge—it is what 

we’re all about here and any threat to that is something we all stand up and take notice to. 

And if you say that the roadless rule, we have to change this, we have to change that but 

it’s just like putting layer after layer of protection on, and you’re trying to strip off one of 

those layers. I think that Tenakee’s history bears out that we’re very concerned about 

that. I’m sure you’re aware to some extend that one of the things that started the whole 

debate about the pulp mills and the kadasham lawsuit—tenakee versus xxx(wak)—and 

that was about road construction in an untouched watershed. And those reasons are still 

here, and I guess that’s the question: Do you guys all get that? Do you understand that 

there is a deep history here of protecting these watersheds? 

 

@30:00 

 

FS (Earl): So I would have to respond and recognize that many of the communities I go 

into I hear a very core, visceral accordance to the watersheds to the salmon to the 

components that they live. That people constantly talk and they recognize—and I have to 

recognize—the significance that it plays in their lives because when they speak, it is pure 

and straight from the heart. I could not ever do anything but allow my respect to the folks 

that are committed to that and their continued energy. As to where this goes, I can’t 

predict that, but I don’t wanna minimize the importance that you offer in talking about 



what it means to you, to your colleagues and to your partners and to your community and 

everything, because I do hear it from many communities, and I would offer that I have to 

honor that and give some respect to Southeast Alaska in that people are willing to put that 

forth and to commit to their community, and I’d say somewhat perpetual energy to 

protect and provide for that. 

 

TS (Craig): The thing that makes this place so special is that it’s roadless in so many 

areas when so much of the world is roaded. And once it’s roaded, it’s never the same. 

You know, I mean, like in Hoonah—people in Hoonah are coming from Anchorage to 

hunt deer there because they can drive. And it’s forever changed and there’s so little left 

of roadless areas in the world on a percent basis. And we do feel as a community that 

what we can keep roadless, we’d like to keep roadless. 

 

FS (Earl): If I could offer one other point to that. I appreciate you bringing it up. This is 

the highest, the highest attendance we’ve seen.  

 

FS: Percentage-wise of the population. 

 

TS (Tracey?): My comment, I want to tie onto what Molly had to say. I commercial fish. 

I troll out of Tenakee. My next-door neighbor back here, Tuck, is a charter operator. 

There’s eight commercial boats parked down in the harbor that call Tenakee home. 

There’s over thirty trollers, crewmen that spend money in Tenakee. And like Molly said, 

it’s about one hundred people here. So you can do the math on the percentage of 

commercial fishermen in Tenakee and you know if you’ve ever seen the book, the 

salmon are in the trees, I mean the trees go away, the salmon go away and—you know—

this town will go away. Um, it’s—it would be a big deal. It’s just, ya know the economic 

driver in Colorado being the ski areas, I mean if we have, we start building roads to go 

from Hoonah to Pelican, great but you’re gonna knock out four or five rivers along the 

way and the salmon runs are gonna go down. So, I mean those things just. I mean it’s fine 

the way it is right now. 

 

TS (Kim): It’s not broken. 

 

TS (Kevin): And then there’s the noneconomic angle. I recently hiked from Tenakee Inlet 

to Pelican, and I did not see any sign of human activity not a cut stick not a piece of 

flagging not a weather balloon —nothing for twenty miles and that you can’t buy. 

 

 

FS: I agree with that. 

 

TS (Kevin): And if they put a road from Hoonah to Pelican, that would be gone. 

 

TS (Kim): And I would say that what you did has value. It has definite value. It may not 

be in another economic sense—it is an economic piece—that is a valued economic piece 

that is worth keeping in our lives here. 

 



TS (Wendy): And I’m in a family of three including myself. The fish is all we eat, that’s 

our protein. I’m here full time. My family’s here full time. You’re talking about what I 

eat, so it’s a big deal. Huge. And I wanted to say, too. I come from the state of 

Washington. I lived there since the early 70s on the Olympic peninsula so I saw the 

change industrial logging—I never, when I got to the state of Washington, I didn’t have 

an opinion about logging, but by the time I left there 35 years later, I had an opinion. And 

I saw the Hoh River and the xxx–all those rivers change so much. And when I came here 

I had the most amazing opportunity to do fish work with Molly and her husband Nick. 

And, um, I actually was breathless with what I saw. 

 

35:29 

 

TS (Tuck): Yeah just um further comment xxx on fishing charters and have been here for 

twenty-five years and I employ five people in our community and of course fishing a 

significant impact. My father was a fisheries biologist so I have a pretty strong scientific 

background in this and one of the things that we want to make sure is that. In 2002—I 

usually bring about 75 to 100 people into this community through my business—and in 

2002, I asked many of those people to make a comment about the roadless rule. Almost 

every single one of them made a comment. The roadless rule comments were the largest 

ever amount of comments—ever—on any rule in the forest service all favoring  

maintaining that roadless rule. I just gotta ask you, why are we going through this process 

again? Why do we have to continuously do this? 

 

FS (Ken): Like I said before, I think that the one-size-fits-all may not be the best 

approach and I think there’s probably a compromise that can be made that addresses local 

community needs like Tenakee and we could construct something that would be more 

protective around Tenakee and yet, timber-dependent communities, we can provide for 

them too. And we can address—construct a rule that’s not a one-size-fits-all approach 

across the Tongass. I think we can nuance it for your concerns. That’s what I personally 

believe. And this is not an agency standpoint. This is my personal beliefs. So, that’s what 

I think we can do. 

 

FS (Earl): I think it’s really key to recognize that the concern that’s expressed is to be 

more permissive and allow more. But there’s a latitude to allow less, or be less 

permissive. And so we really need to think about the full spectrum and how it represents 

each individual community.  

 

FS (Kyle): Can I ask something of the group? Does Tenakee consider themselves a 

roadless community? 

 

TS: YES, YES YES. 

 

FS (Kyle): What other community would be better suited to tell the Forest Service how 

roadless should be managed? 

 

TS (Kim): That’s what we’re trying to tell you. 



 

(laughter) 

 

FS (Kyle): I’m trying to tell you, I hear you. I dunno, maybe that was the obvious thing. 

Just point out the obvious. Look, the Tongass is the salmon forest. I mean that’s—you’ve 

heard—one of the reasons in the notice of intent, to prepare EIS for an Alaska-specific 

roadless rule to recognize the uniqueness of the Tongass.  I’m onboard, you guys. This is 

one of the unique aspects of the Tongass. I’m a fisheries biologist. I just happened to 

draw the short stick and get into timber management and my day job is mining 

management, so you don’t want my workload as a marine biologist. But beyond that I’m 

a public servant, right, so what I’m hoping everyone comes out of this meeting today 

having is a game plan for how you will compel the Forest Service to hear your 

perspectives and hear your input on what you believe Alaska roadless rule should do. 

Fish is in the conversation, commercial fishing is on the conversation. Recreation. 

Subsistence. Fish, fish, fish. The Tongass 77 has been incorporated into the forest plan. 

Stream buffers have been incorporated on multiple layers. I was really happy to hear you 

recognize that layering effect of statutes, regulations, plans, and policy. They all stack up 

and they all apply. I don’t think that they’re proposing to remove one of those layers. 

They’re proposing to define it with consideration of the uses and the people of the area, 

the region. So I guess that’s my little soapbox piece. Sorry. 

 

TS (Tuck?): So my concern—to echo Steve—is that the governor’s going to have a 

committee, task force, whatever, of thirteen individuals who haven’t been selected yet. 

And they’ve got less than 60 days to prepare a final recommendation to the Governor. 

And I’m not sure—so, that seems an insanely short period of time for a process that’s 

then going to be two years while that information is taken in and discussed by the Forest 

Service—I don’t know who all—before there’s a record of decision. It seems to me that 

that part of the process aught to be more inclusive and take more consideration than 60 

days. And I hope that there’s some latitude in what the governor’s proposed that he could 

give that committee an extension of another 30 days or 60 days to, ya know, make sure 

that this and all of the scoping comments that you’re asking all of us, written comments, 

you’re asking all of us to make, are those comments going to the Forest Service? So those 

concerns won’t be included in whatever the governor recommends to the Forest Service.  

 

FS (Ken): We are going to share our public comments with the state. And so they’ll have 

that to consider. 

 

TS (Tuck): I’m just concerned about the process. 

 

@ 42:00  

 

FS (Kyle): Yeah. It’s a train that’s going fast. The administrative order by the governor 

that established the citizen committee, it was signed on September 6. The notice of intent 

by the Forest Service that defined the timeline for the rulemaking was xxx earlier. So, I 

agree with you—accelerated timeline. It’s gonna be difficult on those members to meet 



those timelines, but the governor’s trying to stay within the timelines that are defined by 

the Forest Service.  

 

TS (Jed?): This is a question: Potential for a change in administration in the Governor’s 

level. Could that  

 

FS (Kyle): Yeah, what happens December first? I don’t know. I’ll be watching the TV 

with my bag of popcorn on election night.  

 

TS (Jed?): This could all be washed under the table by the new administration potentially. 

 

FS (Kyle): Yeah, it could go any number of ways depending upon what happens. 

Honestly, if the Walker administration is granted a second term, I would venture to guess 

there’s not going to be a change. If another administration comes in, I would be in a 

number of meetings finding out.  

 

TS (Joanie): I would just like to comment that there’s probably 26 or 27 of us residents 

here, theses are adults. If you had that percentage of Juneau, you’d have 7,500. 

 

FS (Kyle): If we had what? 

 

TS (Joanie): If you had that percentage of adults attending the meeting in Juneau. Just to 

give you an idea of the concern of all of us. And I don’t think there’s anyone here who’s 

in favor of this. 

 

FS (Earl): I was making the attempt to recognize and acknowledge that. 

 

TS (Joanie): You did. 

 

FS (Earl): The interest by population level and the alignment between individuals is 

absolutely clear to me. 

 

TS (Kim): And will that be, because what we heard in preparation for this meeting is that 

this is just question and answer and you are not accepting comments. Can you clarify? 

What are you all taking away from today that will inform the ultimate EIS documents 

that you’re drafting? 

 

FS (Ken): That’s a good question. So we’re going to take everybody’s comments. The 

written comments are what’s documented. However a good half of the xxx here. And 

what we heard from Tenakee Springs is you would rather—you either want more 

protection or you want the 2001 rule in place around your community. 

 

FS (Earl): Let me come back and reinforce one thing: It’s the written comments that 

come into the system. Our awareness of that represents is one thing, but I would still ask 

you to try to submit something in writing. 

 



TS (Joanie): So why wasn’t there a testimony time scheduled for this meeting? 

 

FS (Ken): The Forest Service typically doesn’t do that. We do that with subsistence 

hearings but our experience is we are not that good at taking your comments and 

distilling them in written format because, ya know, everybody has their own specific 

nuance of communicating and it’s better if you guys write down and therefore there’s no 

way that we’re going to miscommunicate and misinterpret what we’re hearing. So that’s 

the best way for us to take your comments and digest them, is through the written format.  

 

TS: I just have a question on process having to do with the elections, state elections. So 

let’s say we get a new governor and the new governor no longer wants to proceed. Is the 

Forest Service, they would still be in the go-mode or would there be some way to halt it. 

 

FS: It would be up to the Secretary of Agriculture to decide what to do. But the petition 

still is there. Like in Colorado, that process took from 2005-2012, we had three different 

governors in that timespan. And at each stage of the game, there was a pause. And one of 

the governors submitted a revised petition during that pause and the same thing could 

happen here, ya know, we don’t know. 

 

TS: You refer a lot to the NEPA process and EISs and there are potential changes coming 

down to all of that. How would that potentially impact the buffers of the EIS process? 

 

FS: The changes that I’m hearing about are essentially agency changes about how the 

agency approaches it but the bottom line is the underlying statue which, all the 

regulations have to be consistent with the statute, and we’re following the CEQ—the 

Council of Environmental Quality—regulations on our EIS development. So we should 

be consistent with the statute and any changes that occur within the Forest Service to the 

agency process for addressing within the agency, it has to be consistent with the CEQ 

regs. So I think we’ll be consistent. 

 

TS: I asked a question about xxx2 and I wasn’t quite sure of the final answer. It sounded 

a little bit confused. Am I correct that Led 2s are unlike wilderness open to potential road 

building under or changes under this modification to the roadless rule? Led 2s are a 

statute and so a regulation cannot trump a statue and so whatever the statute says about 

led 2s has to remain. The roadless rule would have to comply, unlike Tongass 77, the 

led2s are not effected by xxx. Correct. I guess we could make them more restrictive. 

 

@ 49:00 

 

TS (Megan): I’m gonna make a really quick comment before I head back to work: We 

were talking about population and number of people here and I wanted to say that I 

moved to this community three years ago and it was because it’s such a vibrant 

community and because of the wild spaces around here. My husband is currently making 

a living in the roadless area down the inlet. And so that’s why he’s not here. I can tell you 

that most of the families are up at a birthday party, which is where I’m headed back—I 

run the school. So there would have been more here and there would have been—I love 



all you guys—there would have been a lot less gray hair. (laughter) This is a living, 

breathing community with people of all ages and we’re coming and we’re continuing to 

come because of this area. So that’s all I wanted to say. 

 

FS (Kyle): Can I ask what is your husband making a living doing? 

 

TS (Megan): He’s guiding. Yep, he’s bear hunting right now in Goose Flats. 

 

FS: Thank you. 

 

FS: Really quick on the LUD II. I just wanted to make sure. When you look at the map, 

when I look at the map, the LUD II also have 2001 roadless layered over them. Where 

the wilderness areas do not have roadless on them. I’m wondering if that’s part of your 

question. Wilderness is not considered roadless. But LUD II, it can be considered 

roadless and that’s what you see on the maps. 

 

FS: Maybe would be better if we carved LUD II out to make it clearer. I don’t know, 

we’ll have to think about that. But theoretically we could ask that our LUD IIs in the 

Tenakee Inlet be given more protection. 

 

FS: Under an Alaska-specific roadless rule. 

 

TS (Linda): I was just, in the small world category, this morning I was texting a friend in 

Anchorage about using her mother’s condo and then I saw the name up there and I just 

texted her and I said: Are you the deputy commissioner for DNR? And she says: Yep, 

that’s the Heidi H—. We might be a huge state but we’re a really small community. 

 

I went to another very charged meeting with xxx about the mental health trust lands about 

what’s going on in Haines. And the response from the Forest Service, I mean they had an 

agenda, it was completely different, and I just have to thank you that I really felt like we 

were listened to, and it was very respectful and that there wasn’t like—like you didn’t 

already have your minds made up. And it’s just, ya know, cus as you can hear, there’s so 

much emotion for those of us who have lived on this beautiful land for decades. And we 

have children and grandchildren and they want to enjoy it too. So, thank you. 

 

FS (Ken): So we have a flight to catch at 4. But we also want to allow time for people 

who aren’t comfortable expressing their questions in front of a group. So we’ll be here 

another 15 minutes or something like that, before we pack off. 

 

TS: So what were some of the responses from the other communities? Were the six other 

communities in favor of this roadless ruling? 

 

FS: This is our third stop. We have another team—there are two teams going out. 

 

FS (Kyle): One of the things I was interested to hear in Hoonah, where we were at on 

Monday. Somebody asked about exemptions in roadless areas for harvesting for cultural 



purposes. Like being able to take a totem log or a canoe log from an inventoried roadless 

area and that clearly wasn’t considered explicitly in the 2001 roadless rule. So I thought 

that was a really interesting question that that person asked. 

 

 TS (Molly): Wouldn’t that be allowed in the personal use permit, which is allowed in the 

roadless areas?  

 

FS: But it’s not explicitly— 

 

TS (Molly): But it is permitted. 

 

FS: Could be, it depends upon how we interpret that. 

 

FS (Kyle): But I think that what you have to demonstrate is that it’s not reasonable to get 

that from a non-inventoried roadless area. 

 

TS (Craig): You said earlier that there’s 80,000 roaded roadless areas in the Tongass. 

 

FS: Roaded roadless acres. 

 

TS (Craig): Well, ya know, that’s plenty of roads. 

 

FS (Earl): And from a depend standpointxxx the number’s just over 80,000. It’s actually 

81 thousand or more. 

 

TS (Craig): But that’s 80,000 acres of roadless area that already has roads in it. 

 

FS (Kyle): Thank you for your time. 

 

FS (Earl): I would offer a little different thank you. Thank you for sharing your heart, 

because that’s what I felt, more than anything else, is recognizing where it comes from 

and how you approach it and the conncetivities to your life, your soul, your feelings, your 

blessings, your preferences. For me that’s where the tie really was. I mean I felt a much 

more visceral response than I’ve heard from other places and I acknowledge that and I 

respect that and I really appreciate that. Thank you. 

 

FS (Ken): And we’ll be around for 15 more minutes. 

 

FS: Make sure and write your comments. 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laney 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laney Cummings and I live in Delaware County, Pennsylvania.    
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laney Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Loretta 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Loretta Cummings and I live in Bayville, New York. 
 
 
Please protect our irreplaceable natural resource. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Loretta Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rebecca Cummings 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3190 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Terry Cummings 
 
Rhinelander, WI 54501 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Cummings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3190 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Terry Cummings 
Rhinelander, WI 54501 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Cummins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cumrer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cumrer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1334 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cumrer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cumrer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Cumrer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: Cunat 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
I ask that you protect this because it is my belief that all people including all wildlife serves a purpose. 
 
With this it would destroy a habitat that could cause endangered species to go extinct. 
 
I also want to say I live in Illinois in the suburbs near Chicago. I enjoy being outdoors and being surrounded by 
nature, breathing in clear air. However living near a City it's constant traffic, noisy, very populated, and of 
course at times incredibly stressful. You have no idea how I dream of going to a place like that coming out to 
my front porch with a coffee and just taking in the surroundings, seeing the beautiful animals in their natural 
habitats. To wipe that out would be a damn shame. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tiffany Cunat 
 
Clarendon Hills, IL 60514 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Courtney 
Last name: Cundiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: deborah 
Last name: cundiff 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is deborah cundiff and I live in Covington, Louisiana. 
 
 
please respect our natural resources.  Once they are gone, they are gone for good. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, deborah cundiff 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Maria 
Last name: Cunha 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.Regards,Maria Cunha  
Regards, Maria Cunha 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carl 
Last name: Cunnane 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our forests are natural treasures to the survival of the human race. Too much of our planet is already open and 
at risk of devastating development. Instead of opening more areas for logging you should be restricting more 
areas from logging and forcing industry to accept more sustainable building practices. More importantly for you 
however, is if you allow this to happen we will vote you out of office and you'll lose your income and be 
disgraced. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan Cunningham and I live in Carmel Valley, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alan Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a science and environmental journalist who loves wild places, I am writing to support the No-Action 
Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 
#1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native 
communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we simply cannot let it 
disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Becky Cunningham and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
Dear Forest Service, Forgive me if I sound a bit ... snarky, but if you should go forward with our current 
administration's idiotic plan I question your sanity. How on what-remains-of-our-earth could ANYONE working 
for the FOREST "SERVICE" choose NOT to SERVE the best interests of Tongass National Forest (or any 
forest), which includes its beautiful vulnerable and vital wildlife. Please take heed and listen to 
scientists/environmentalists/naturalists. This administration doesn't care one iota about what is right or good. It 
will go down the sewer soon enough. Don't allow it to take you along with it. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Becky Cunningham 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bill Cunningham and I live in Kaneohe, Hawaii. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bill Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bill 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support for Alternative 1 
 
Sent from my iPhoneAs an annual visitor to Alaska for hunting, fishing, hiking, backpacking and overall 
enjoyment of Wilderness I strongly support Alt 1, the so-called "no action". In fact the best most forward action 
we can take is to protect the wild unloaded land on the Tongass. 
 
Please reject this radical development at any cost stance of the State of Alaska and do the right thing for 
posterity. 
 
As we face the accelerating climate crisis maintaining the Roadlass Rule for the Tongass is even more critical. 
 
Bill Cunningham 
 
Choteau, MT 59422 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brin 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brin Cunningham and I live in Frostburg, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brin Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caroline 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Caroline Cunningham and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
 
Save Bears Ears Monument now before it is too late! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Caroline Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Debra 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Debra Cunningham and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
 
Save our old growth forest! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Debra Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest 
 
Sincerely, 
 
George Cunningham 
 
San Diego, CA 92111 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Graham 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Graham Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: I 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3802 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
I M Cunningham 
 
Grand Junction CO 81507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: I 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3802 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
I M Cunningham 
Grand Junction CO 81507 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is James Cunningham and I live in Powell, Ohio. 
 
The greed of the Trump Administration and the Republican Party is no reason to abandon common sense. 
Their brand of destructive greed, placing short-term profits over long term investments, is not, nor has ever 
been, good policy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, James Cunningham 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:42:08 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Cunningham 
Aurora, IL 60506 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Cunningham and I live in Aurora, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jennifer Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jon Cunningham and I live in Olivette, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jon Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kara 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kara Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for both animal and human use. It also helps stabilize and 
slow climate change.. Do we have to wait for our government to totally destroy our country's resources? 
 
Karen Cunningham 
 
Cortland. NY 14045 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karen Cunningham 
 
Cortland, NY 13045 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kathy Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Khari 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Khari Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lawrence Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lesley 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lesley Cunningham and I live in Campbell, California 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lesley Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lynda 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lynda Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lyndee 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lyndee Cunningham and I live in Camas, Washington. 
 
 
Tongass Natl Forest is a precious treasure. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lyndee Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Cunningham and I live in Manassas, Virginia. 
 
 
CLEAN air is essential to good health.  To NOT take care of it it is to put people's health AT RISK. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matt 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3130 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matt Cunningham 
 
Spanish Fork, UT 84660 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrick 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Steve Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Storm 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Storm Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Storm 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Storm Cunningham and I live in Arlington, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Storm Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Cunningham and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
We are a cancer on this planet, STOP destroying this beautiful world we are so lucky to have. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Cunningham 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Cunningham and I live in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, William Cunningham 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cupples 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cupples and I live in Joshua Tree, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Cupples 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joshua 
Last name: Cupriks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joshua Cupriks and I live in Westfield, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joshua Cupriks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Cureau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Craig Cureau and I live in Ilion, New York. 
 
 
If we are to continue to be America the beautiful, we need to protect our national monuments. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Craig Cureau 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cureton 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Cureton and I live in Stow, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Robert Cureton 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Curie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3129 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Salmon spawning habitat has been largely lost due to many reasons all of which are related in some way to 
human activities. There are very few undisturbed wilderness areas left which support the type of water ecology 
salmon need for successful spawning. I support the roadless rule in an effort to preserve these areas. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles Curie 
 
Jefferson, OH 44047 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judi 
Last name: Curkendall 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judi Curkendall 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Curley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is June Curley and I live in Chelmsford, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, June Curley 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maureen 
Last name: Curley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maureen Curley and I live in Hopkinton, Massachusetts. 
 
As our pristine lands shrinks so does wildlife, endangering many species. Wildlife enhances the wonder 
&amp;amp; beauty of nature and gives life and healing to our planet - it is priceless. National forests, parks, 
refuges and sanctuaries should be protected and preserved at all costs lest we lose the last pristine frontiers of 
our planet and the home of many endangered species to destruction and greed. The Tongass National Forest 
is one such gem. Extinction is forever - save our public lands and wild frontiers. M.C. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maureen Curley 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Curley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This cannot be allowed to happen. The forest is too important to the health of the planet and every soul who 
lives here. I must object to the measure. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Curley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Billy 
Last name: Curmano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Billy Curmano and I live in Winona, Minnesota. 
 
 
We need our public lands to remain public. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Billy Curmano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Curnow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Curnow and I live in Bountiful, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Curnow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:36:30 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Curnow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Connie Curnow 
Bountiful, UT 84010 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Connie 
Last name: Curnow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Connie Curnow and I live in Bountiful, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Connie Curnow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Curns 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The size of this forest and because it is "roadless" tells me that others before us seen the benefits of keeping 
this area a Virgin forest. The cost and the practicality of cutting into over half of this area, is insane. American 
standing, roadless, exclusive forests for our enjoyment are dwindling away because our government officials 
making these decisions are not looking out for our interests. In two decades or so, these forests will not exist 
anymore if these type of projects continue to destroy our precious resources. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steve 
Last name: Curns 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5393 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Wild places and true wilderness are a rare commodity and are steadily decreasing in modern America. Alaska 
can take pride in having some of the last truly Wild Places, where wildlife and nature can be seen without the 
impact of humans. This unique distinction is something to be very proud of and needs to be preserved. Much 
like the cultures of indigenous people, if we do not celebrate and value this ideal it will not be around for our 
children and grandchildren. I urge you to consider the impact of developing these wild places - a decision that, 
once made, cannot be reversed. As a hunter and angler I fully support the roadless rule and hop you will too. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steve Curns 
 
Caledonia, MN 55921 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Curnutt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jerry 
Last name: Curow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jerry Curow and I live in Henderson, Nevada. 
 
 
stop poisoning people 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jerry Curow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Currah 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Currah and I live in Casper, Wyoming. 
 
No one has the right for a profit that destroys the entire eco system and dooms animals to extinction. NO MAN 
NO CORPORATION NO STATE. THIS IS A LAND GRAB TO PROFIT A FEW - TO COLONIZE OUR 
COUNTRY FOR PROFIT. STOP IT. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Currah 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbette 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbette Curran and I live in Laguna Woods, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barbette Curran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6423 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3748 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dennis Curran 
 
LYONS, CO 80540 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jamie 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jamie Curran and I live in Brooklyn, NY. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As the national forest with the highest carbon storage capacity, it is critical to climate change efforts to protect 
the Tongass to protect this capacity at a maximum! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its 
status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, to keep 
public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Curran and I live in Richmond, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Curran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Karen Curran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: marcia 
Last name: curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marcia curran and I live in Frankfort, Michigan. 
 
EPA needs to do its job to protect the health of the American people and regulate harmful substances 
effectively. That can mean taking them off the market and fining manufacturers in a way that makes them act 
more responsibility when they seek to introduce them into the environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, marcia curran 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6410 
 
[Box checked] I do not want to receive a copy of the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
I live in Southeast Alaska, where my lifestyle, the ecology of the forest, and the economy of our communities 
are all intricately intertwined. I live in this region for the bountiful salmon runs, the beautiful scenery, the clean 
air and water, and the endless opportunities to recreate in our expansive outdoors. I am one of the 94% of 
Southeast Alaskans who eat salmon every year. I depend on the Tongass- from the freshwater streams where 
salmon spawn to the old-growth forests that deer rely on, the Tongass fuels our families and our economy. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily reliant on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife, and presence of old-growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping inventoried roadless areas roadless! I 
urge the Forest Service and Secretary Perdue to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old 
growth forests for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
A full exemption from the Roadless Rule will not work for the Tongass. 
 
*WHO I AM*[text bolded for emphasis]: *include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
*[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
Richard Curran. From Sitka Alaska. I am a commercial fishman. Logging The Tongass will have a adverse 
affect on my commercial fishing Business. Logging the Tongass will also have a adverse affect on the tourist 
industry which has replaced logging. As [illegible] industry in the Tongass. 
 
*ALTERNATIVE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *The Forest Service will choose how to proceed from a number of 
different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass , write "Alternative 1, No Action." 
Why do you support this alternative? *[text italicized for emphasis]: 
 
The alternative I support is: I support ALT # the No Action Alternative 
 
Because: Richard Curran. From Sitka Alaska. I am a commercial fishman. Logging The Tongass will have a 
adverse affect on my commercial fishing Business. Logging the Tongass will also have a adverse affect on the 
tourist industry which has replaced logging. As [illegible] industry in the Tongass. 
 
*AREAS*[text bolded for emphasis]: *Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you care about? 
It's especially important to specify areas you use for subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering. Examples 
include Tenakee Inlet, Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon 
watershed areas, Audubon/TNC ecological priority areas. *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The areas I want to see protected from road building and old growth timber harvest are: 
 
All of the Tongass 
 
*USE*[text bolded for emphasis]: *what activities do you do on the Tongass? Hunting, fishing, recreation, 
subsistence, business, tourism, etc *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
Mainly my commercial fishing business but also hunting sport fishing, subsistence. 
 
Old-growth logging and road building would negatively impact the productivity of the ecosystem that I depend 
on for the following activities: Decrease in fish + wildlife populations 
 



*SUGGESTION*[text bolded for emphasis]: *How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon watershed restoration, conservation, 
visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and maintenance of recreation 
infrastructure such as trails and cabins. *[text italicized for emphasis] 
 
The monofocus on increasing timber production in the Tongass is outdated and out of pace with the current 
economy and lifestyle in Southeast Alaska. Industrial scale harvesting of old-growth forest does not enhance 
salmon production, visitor industry values, deer habitat, or my recreation experience. I would like the Forest 
Service to focus on activities that enhance and support our lifestyle of living off the land and the sustainable 
sectors of our economy. These activities are: 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: tim 
Last name: curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is tim curran and I live in Rockford, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, tim curran 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Victoria 
Last name: Curran 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Victoria Curran and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I moved to Sitka in 1982 to work as a marine 
biologist/diver and have lived here ever since. My two daughters were born and raised here and returned to live 
here several years after college. My grand daughter was born here last year. My husband is a commercial 
fishermen fishing for salmon, halibut, and black cod. For nearly 4 decades my family has depended on the 
Tongass for food (venison, berries, salmon, beach asparagus to name a few), recreation (camping and hiking), 
and serenity. It is also critical to a healthy ocean, which we also depend upon. I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my families dependence on the Tongass but also, critically, Ithe status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, and the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, and keeping public lands wild for future 
generations. The no action alternative is also the most fiscally responsible and saves taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas in these locations and throughout Southeast 
Alaska to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide 
for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority 
areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest. The people of Southeast and 
Alaska have spoken overwhelmingly in favor of maintaining the roadless rule. WE are the people that make our 
living here, live here, and known the forest and our environment. Fisheries and Tourism (including cultural 
Tourism) are the big economic drivers here now and opening up the Tongass for more roadbuilding and timber 
harvest will harm our economy. The economics of logging do not make sense for our region, our state, or our 
nation.The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure transition to second growth logging improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 



 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Curran III 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: William 
Last name: Currey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, William Currey 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Currie 
Organization: independent 
Title:  
Comments: 
I treasure the unique, irreplaceable, beautiful Tongass NF as a repeat eco-tourist visitor to the Tongass NF I 
support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. I urge you to respect indigenous rights of the Alaskan Native communities 
including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples who have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for many 
generations. 
 
 
 
Our Tongass NF contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value 
in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of SE 
Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests 
in Alaska. 
 
 
 
I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless areas. The 
Roadless Rule is one of the best and most popular land management policies the Federal Government has 
ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves 
millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of 
the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and 
logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bechi 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bechi Currier and I live in Howell Township, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bechi Currier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Currier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeannine 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeannine Currier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1335 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandy 
Last name: Currier 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandy Currier and I live in Wynne, Arkansas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandy Currier 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carmen 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carmen Curry and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
NOW is the time to cease and reverse all the damage we have done. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carmen Curry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Clyff 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Clyff Curry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert Curry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Curry and I live in Shaker Heights, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sandra Curry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sonya 
Last name: Curry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sonya Curry 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I think the all lands currently under the 2001 decision should continue under it. This would mean no roads or 
forestry activities.. This is to preserve the current state of nature on those lands and prevent further destruction 
of old growth forests. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I object to the proposed rule changes. Thank you. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Curtin and I live in Cedaredge, Colorado. 
 
 
Do your job. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Curtin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margaret Curtin and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Margaret Curtin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Paul Curtin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: curtin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert curtin and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert curtin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule 
 
Good morning, I am writing to encourage you select Alternative 2 when making a decision on the how the 
Tongass NF moves forward with the Roadless Rule. I believe the Roadless Rule is important to protecting 
watersheds and helping with carbon storage, but it is also important to serve the economic needs of the 
communities of the Tongass. I think Alternative 2 meets both of those objectives. 
 
Ben Curtis 
 
Republic, WA 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ben Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Betsy 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello,I am from Ohio and I strongly oppose any sort of development through Tongass. This will not help with 
revenue, but hurt it since people visit Alaska to see the undeveloped and unadulterated national parks. Please 
keep this area untouched, once destroyed it can never be the same again 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brenton 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brenton Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cathy Curtis and I live in Buffalo, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cathy Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cinta 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cinta Curtis and I live in Garland, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cinta Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cody 
Last name: curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cody curtis and I live in Salt Lake City, Utah. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cody curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deborah 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Deborah Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Emma Curtis and I live in Marble, Colorado. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Emma Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janell 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janell Curtis and I live in Crestview, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janell Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Janet Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Curtis and I live in Leland Grove, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Janet Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Curtis and I live in Silverton, Oregon. 
I'm sure you're aware of all the pertinent facts, and particularly the fact that the Roadless Rule exists for good 
reasons. It follows that it must be protected, not rolled back. 
I strongly oppose efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or 
elsewhere. 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to clean 
water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the state 
already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures.  
Moreover, the Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to protect some of our 
nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
Third reason: tourism in parts of Alaska accounts for 28% of employment and generates an annual $1 billion in 
economic benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of 
the regional economy.  
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
Please put the public interest above corporate profits by paying attention to the facts of environmental impact, 
choosing to keep the rule in place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathy Curtis and I live in Bosler, Wyoming. 
 
We can repair and remediate some habitat but these forests are irreplaceable and we don't wholly know what 
role / function they play in our planet. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kathy Curtis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louise Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Louise 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Louise Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michael Curtis and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michael Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patrice 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Patrice Curtis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Curtis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to express my fierce opposition to proposed changes to the Tongass National Forest, changes to 
that would allow roads and logging. Both would be reckless and destructive, generating short-term gain with 
devastating short- and long-term consequences. 
 
Current leading scientists are clear that protecting old growth forests and other older, mature trees is an 
effective and essential strategy for helping to combat climate change. The Tongass stores more carbon 
removed from the atmosphere than any other national forest in the country in its old-growth Sitka spruce, 
hemlock and cedar trees. It helps protect Alaska, which is warming more than twice as fast from climate 
change as our planet overall. The forest holds about 650 million tons of carbon or about half of U.S. carbon 
dioxide emissions in 2017. 
 
Changes to the Tongass Forest would also likely impact the spawning ground of salmon, impacting nearly 40% 
of the salmon of the west coast of North America. 
 
Changing the laws protecting the Tongass would be a huge mistake with irrevocable consequences. Please 
save the Tongass. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan B. Curtis 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Curtler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hugh Curtler and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for your time and consideration.  
Regards, Hugh Curtler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Curtler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Hugh Curtler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cusano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Cusano and I live in Norwalk, Connecticut. 
 
 
We must protect these lands for all! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Cusano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cusano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: No logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Logging, mining, and development within the Tongass' borders will destroy a precious wilderness that we will 
never get back. I very strongly urge you not to exempt portions of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and 
instead do everything you can to keep this irreplaceable forest pristine. 
 
True wilderness is a precious resource -- one we're running out of in this day and age -- and the Tongass is a 
truly wild place. 
 
Its thousand-year-old trees are a refuge for animals that struggle to find safe homes elsewhere in the country. 
The rare Alexander Archipelago wolf roams there, as well as the nation's largest concentration of coastal brown 
bears. Bald eagles nest near its waters, and mountain goats climb the crags overhead. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Cusano 
 
Norwalk, CT 06855 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cusano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I very strongly urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. It 
would be a tragedy to open this pristine wild space up for destructive development. Please do everything you 
can to keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Cusano 
 
Norwalk, CT 06855 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Cusano 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Joseph Cusano 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: cheryl 
Last name: cusella 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is cheryl cusella and I live in Delray Beach, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, cheryl cusella 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Cush 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dan Cush and I live in Aspinwall, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Sustainable policy is best for now and the future! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dan Cush 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marlene 
Last name: Cushing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This process is a sham. It has already been decided from the top. Input from scientists and citizens are 
ignored. I sympathize with the forest service professionals that have to pretend otherwise. Those of us who live 
in the Tongass will see the consequences. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: michael 
Last name: cushing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is michael cushing and I live in Duxbury, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, michael cushing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cushing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Cushing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Cushing 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michael Cushing 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Cushion 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Danielle Cushion 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cushwa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Cushwa and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Please no roads or logging in Tongas Forest. We need to save our planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nancy Cushwa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Cushwa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Cushwa 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: Cusick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kris Cusick 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Cusolito 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Elizabeth Cusolito 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Custer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Custer and I live in Myersville, Maryland. 
 
This is something that shouldn't even come up. At a time when we need to be nothing less than progressive in 
terms of slowing climate change, to have to ask for action to prevent active, deliberate destruction simply 
shouldn't have to be on a person or group's agenda. Nonetheless, since the logging industry still cares more 
about their sustainability more than the planet that sustains them, please stop this administration from further 
loosening of protections of our land and wildlife. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cynthia Custer 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Custer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly opposed the proposed exemption for the roadless rule for the Tongass area. In no way does this 
proposed rule make sense. Economically, ethically, and environmentally the proposed rule will be devastating 
for the surrounding habitat. Roads increase vehicular mortality, increase edge habitat, and increase 
fragmentation of habitat in a pristine area that is considered a refuge for fish and wildlife. As an environmental 
scientist I see first hand the effects from rules such as this and the results are devastating for the surrounding 
communities and habitat. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CenturyLink 
Last name: Customer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Please, NO roads/logging in the Tongass National Forest. It sequesters a massive amount of carbon. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
M.P. Murphy 
 
Eugene, OR 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacqueline 
Last name: Cuthbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jacqueline Cuthbertson and I live in Charlotte, North Carolina. 
 
 
Vegans need ???? to survive ???? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jacqueline Cuthbertson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Cuthbertson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Cuthbertson and I live in Mount Vernon, Washington. 
 
While the body of this message has been prepared by people much more knowledgeable on this subject than 
me, I fully understand its importance and sincerely request that you give it serious consideration. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robert Cuthbertson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Terri 
Last name: Cuthriell 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Terri Cuthriell 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Cutkomp 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Cutkomp and I live in Roseville, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Laura Cutkomp 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barry 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barry Cutler and I live in Springfield, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
Stop your needless actions 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Barry Cutler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Fred 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Fred Cutler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Keith Cutler and I live in Sarasota, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Keith Cutler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Keith Cutler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kirsten 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [@aKirstendvFirst] [@adCutlervLast] and I live in [@adThe Sea RanchvCity], 
[@adCaliforniavState]. 
 
We need to protect all diverse habitats on our Earth. Trees are essential, and our forests are disappearing. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kirsten Cutler 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lou 
Last name: Cutler 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lou Cutler and I live in Phila PA. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lou Cutler 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sheri 
Last name: Cutright 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sheri Cutright and I live in St. Augustine, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sheri Cutright 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erral 
Last name: Cutter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erral Cutter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Erral 
Last name: Cutter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Erral Cutter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Cutter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mark Cutter and I live in Fairfield, Iowa. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mark Cutter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Cutts 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bruce Cutts and I live in Greeley, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Bruce Cutts 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Cuviello 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Cuviello and I live in San Mateo, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Cuviello 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Cvetida 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC166 
 
As a commercial fisherman ([illegible]) and one who appreciates pristince wilderness I am apposed to the 
harvest of the remaining old growth and more roads. Please don't [illegible] prioritize over island habitat, further 
negative impacts of our fisheries and hastening global warming. 
 
Keep POW pure- Thank You 
 
John Cvetida 
 
F/U Seahawk 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Cvitanich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Danielle Cvitanich 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Cwalinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aj 
Last name: Cwiak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Aj Cwiak 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JOHN 
Last name: CWIKIEL 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Cwikiel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sadie 
Last name: Cwikiel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sadie Cwikiel and I live in Palo Alto, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Wilderness areas are incredibly important for the continued well-being of the planet and humanity. Tongass is a 
unique and essential ecosystem for supporting wildlife, sequestering carbon, and protecting the non-human 
creatures we share the world with who dont have a voice in our society. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kayla 
Last name: Cy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kayla Cy and I live in Plainville, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kayla Cy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Cybulski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Cybulski and I live in Buffalo, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Cybulski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Cynthia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule 
 
The Tongass is a protected forest that should stay that way. No roads!! Natural resources are precious to our 
world for oxygen and to Alaska for salmon fisheries. Do not allow greedy people (Dunleavy & Trump) who have 
no connection to Southeast Alaska make decisions for our land and our way of life. 
 
Sent from Cynthia Gordon Nickerson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/27/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Citizen comment on Roadless Rule in AK Tongass National Forest 
 
To: US Forest Service 
 
From: Carolyn A Cyr 
 
Warrensburg, NY 12885 
 
date: 10/27/2019 
 
Please accept the following comments as you consider 6 alternatives proposed by the draft environmental 
impact statement proposed under the National Environmental Policy Act. 
 
First and foremost my comment is that Alternative 1 should be chosen, for the benefit of the people who live 
and work in the vicinity of the Tongass National Forest to conserve the integrity of the ecosystem of the 
Tongass National Forest, for the economic stability of taxpayers of the United States, and for the benefit of all 
species of life on planet earth, including humans. 
 
You may note that I am a legal resident of New York. However i have visited my son who lives in Sitka ,Alaska 
numerous times over the past ten years as I assist him in his livelihood there as an employee of a fisheries 
organization and also as a commercial fisherman. Sitka is like my second home and it is a treasure to behold, 
on many levels. 
 
Fishing is the lifeblood of the economy in places like Sitka and throughout the Tongass National Forest. Those 
who work in fisheries and associated economies need to be absolutely sure that there is access to fish habitat, 
meaning that salmon are able to spawn in healthy rivers and streams. Rather than building new roads, a 
priority should be placed on restoration of habitats previously impacted by clearcut logging and road building. 
That work can be accomplished from the already present 5000 miles of logging roads that exist in the Tongass. 
Commercial fishing industry inputs have already made it clear that the existing Roadless Rule is a huge 
positive for their businesses. Evidence of this input can be found in the fact that 90% of the formal comments 
received by the US Forest Service were in support of taking no action to change the Roadless Rule. Did you 
know that salmon DNA is found in the trees of the Tongass? This proves the inextricable link between the 
salmon and the trees, and this link must not be disrupted by choosing any alternative other than Alternative 1. 
This summarizes one aspect of my first point that Alternative 1 should be chosen to benefit the people who live 
and work in the region impacted by possible changes in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
It is important to keep in mind that the Roadless Rule is working, and that exemptions have consistently been 
granted when needed for commercial access, mining, and hydroelectric power. 
 
Another group of people who would benefit from Alternative 1 are the native peoples who live and work in the 
region impacted by the Tongass National Forest. Rather than pretending to know their thoughts and opinions, I 
feel rather that the needs and opinions of native peoples should be highly respected. Native sentiment prefers 
Alternative 1. The following groups recommend Alternative 1 which is taking no action: Ketchikan Indian 
Community, Organized Village of Saxinam, Craig Tribal Association, and the Organized Village of Kahu. I 
implore you to take the advice of these peoples and cultures who have lived here much longer than the US 
Forest Service has existed. This is their rightful right to the land and its bounty, making sure that it will be 
healthy for generations to come. 
 
Contrary to Senator Murkowski's reporting that most Alaskans support changes to the Roadless Rule, once 
again I state that 90% of the formal comments received by the US Forest Service were in support of taking no 
action to change the Roadless Rule. 
 



Also to be considered is that tourism industry input has made clear that the Roadless Rule is a big positive for 
the continued success for this aspect of the Alaskan economy. 
 
Now let's talk economics. Research shows that logging sales in the Tongass National Forest over the years 
have shown a $600 million net loss over a period of years, when adjusted for inflation. Federal research reveals 
that the US Forest Service lost $17.7 billion on timber sales in the Tongass National Forest in 2018. Taxpayer 
money has been used to subsidize the building of roads. Remote locations and rugged terrain drive up the 
costs of road building which in reality is a huge expense in logging. So should the taxpayers of the United 
States of America be subsidizing the building of roads in remote, rugged terrain, at an exhorbitant expense? My 
emphatic answer is NO, and so this is another rationale for choosing Alternative 1. 
 
Logical thinking makes me ask who would benefit by choosing an alternative other than Alternative 1. The 
answer appears to be the logging companies. Keep in mind that with taxpayer subsidized roads the real burden 
for the expense of road building would be realized by the taxpayers of the country, not the logging companies. 
So they in fact would be able to earn a higher profit margin due to essentially governmental funding to cover 
the expenses of establishing and maintaining this aspect of their business operations. This is honestly a 
travesty and should not be allowed to take place! Government monies must benefit the citizens, not private 
business! 
 
More specifically, 2 companies would benefit in this situation. These companies are Viking Mill and Alcan 
Timber Resources. Changing from the current Roadless Rule would allow these 2 companies to clearcut 
ancient forests in areas that have been protected for 20 years now. The reality is that these two timber 
companies would see the only real benefits from a Tongass exemption. And remember that taxpayer subsidies 
as described above would line the pockets of these businesses with more profits, to the detriment of the people 
work live and work in and near the Tongass National Forest. Who speaks for the people, the wildife and the 
trees? The answer is Alternative 1. 
 
Another disturbing aspect of this whole process is this question - why is the state directing taxpayer monies to 
an industry group to support its lobbying efforts to change the current Roadless Rule? This aspect reeks of 
special interest corruption! 
 
The US Forest Service should listen to the people on this issue, rather than the encroaching interests of our 
current United States president and Alaskan Governor Dunleavy, in their efforts to corrupt this process. The 
stakes are high for all involved - the people, the taxpayers, the forests, the waters, and all the living species 
that make up the wonders of the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Lastly, the Tongass National Forest, as the largest national forest in the United States, provides a huge carbon 
sink. In order to protect life on earth in this time of climate change, Alternative 1 should be the choice made. 
The future of life on our planet depends upon this. 
 
Your task is great and the implications will be important, now and in the future. I implore you to choose 
Alternative 1 for the greatest short and long term benefit. Please follow the science, the true economics, and 
your conscience rather than the politics of greed and falsely promised profits, which are not profits at all. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Carolyn A. Cyr 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC449 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Carolyn A Cyr - my relationship to the Tongass is that my son lives her + is a fisherman, + I visit him frequently. 
Also important is that I live on planet Earth, my home + home of Tongass 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
Tongass National Forest is a treasure on our planet. The salmon + other flora + fauna depend on the old 
growth forest of the Tongass. It is our duty to conserve, as stewards of the earth. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Baranof Island + all other areas 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
fishing, hiking, hot springs, wildlife, birding 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Tongass National Forest should be managed for long term ecosystem health for the good of salmon, + wildlife. 
This approach will benefit humans in the long run. 
 



Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Let's not let corporate interests destroy the Tongass. The people who live in SE AK depend on the Tongass, + 
actually all humans need a viable, healthy planet on which to live. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carolyn A. Cyr 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carolyn 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC823 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cici 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization: Abundant LA 
Title: Gardener, Herbalist, and Educator 
Comments: 
My name is Cici Cyr and I am a native of the Northwest. I grew up in the wild lands outside of Seattle in the 
Cascade Mountains, a place where we are lucky enough to still have groves of old growth trees, wild and free 
fresh water, and many many animals. Growing up surrounded by such ancient life, life older than our "civilized" 
life here in the United States, was humbling. 
 
Some of these tree have been around for at least 500 years, a time before logging existed as a commercial 
interest. These trees have seen everything and they carry the wisdom we most need to hear now. 
 
 
 
I have never visited the lands and the trees of the Tongass and yet I know of the importance of all old growth 
forests and I have no doubt of the value of the Tongass. The trees of the Tongass are the same tree of my 
homeland. And I have no doubt that just as I developed deep bonds with the jams where I was raised, these 
relationships exist between the ancestral people of the Tongass and their land. When I say value, I do not 
speak of trees cut down, stripped, and milled for lumber and sold for profit. I speak of the value of trees in the 
Earth, supporting a vast ecosystem of plants, animals, and humans alike, providing important and 
incomparable nourishment, livelihoods, and spiritual inspiration. 
 
 
 
We can cut down trees and make money, but we can't buy old growth forests back with money. 
 
 
 
Further opening up and exploiting the Tongass for logging would be unwise and hurtful to the complex 
ecosystems of the land and all of us animals and humans who rely on these forests for clean air, fresh water, 
food and medicine, and inspiration. 
 
 
 
I implore you to consider my words and your own experiences in wild places before you vote to open up this 
special place to further exploitation. Please select the "no-action" alternative rather than opening up the 
incomparable Tongass to the unprofitable and government-subsidized timber industry. Please. For the sake of 
our grandchildren and their grandchildren. As their future ancestors, we must do what we can to create a 
beautiful Earth (not an Earth stripped of its inherent value by industry) to pass on to our children. 
 
 
 
I know I would rather live in a future where we value our land for more than just its potentially profitable assets. 
We deserve a future where fresh water, clean air, healthy humans, abundant sources of wild food and 
medicine, and a great diversity of plants and animals exist. 
 
 
 
We can stand up to industry and say no. No more destruction and exploitation. No more stripping our lands of 
their value. Yes to respect and reciprocity and consideration for our future generations. 
 
 
 
All my best, 
 
Cici Cyr 
 



 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1260 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC452 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Pierce Cyr My son live and works here. I vist him frequently. Planet Earth is our home and we all live here. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action!!! 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
The old growth forest and all the Tongass are essential for all off of use and the economy for the regoin. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
ALL areas 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Fishing, biking, hiking, hot springs, wildlife, birding, boating, flying, 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Tongass Forest should be managed for the good of the working class people in the area. Not Intermation Corp. 
Interests!!! 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 



We all need a viable, healthy Tongass for the people who live and work here. And for these future generatione. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Pierre V. Cyr 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pierre 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Woody 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Woody Cyr and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Been here 8 years in se ak. Things I do includes subsistence 
hunt, fish, trap. Commercial fisherman and permit holder. Run a remote salmon rearing project. Hike, ski, 
kayak, hunt mushrooms, put up firewood, salvage downed timber for small scale milling. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global 
treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not 
protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Full exemption is 
not in the best intrest of southeast. Murkowski is out of touch.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Woody 
Last name: Cyr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC448 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
My name is Woody Cyr. I am a subsistence hunter and fisher for myself + family, as well as a commercial 
fisherman who feeds the masses I live in Sitka 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
NO ACTION! 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
These trees are more valuable to the entirty of southeast than the profit from a cant log shipped to Asia. The 
effects of changing roadless *threaten* [text underlined for emphasis] my *livelihood* [text underlined for 
emphasis]. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
All waters flowing into, but not limited to fish bay, Nakwasina Sound, Kattion, Peril Straights, Appleten, Hoonah 
Sound, Phillipino Cove, Lizianski Inlet, Slocam, Cathrine island, Kaznaku Bay, warmspring; Carbon Lake; 
Kedfish, falls lake Hogat, Gut Bay, Patterson + Deep Coves, Port Walter, Port Lucy Larck Bay, Redblutt, 
Herbert, whale + necker Bays, Crawfish, Redoubt, Silver Bay, Blue + Green Lake 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Subsistence hunt and fish. Commercial fish *Berry Picking* [text underlined for emphasis]! Trapping. Hike and 
ski. kayak. Living a spectacular life in a good place 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 



watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
1. Maintaine + rebuild fish habitat 
 
2. Thin what has been cut *properly* [text underlined for emphasis] + tough out the transition to 2nd growth 
harvest 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Do not sell our old growth for the benifits of a few who are trying to relive the dying dream of old growth cutting 
once was. Leaveing Roadless intact, as is, benifits the entire community. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Woody Cyr 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Wendy 
Last name: Cyriacks 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Wendy Cyriacks 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Margaret 
Last name: Cytryn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Margaret Cytryn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Cytrynbaum 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharon Cytrynbaum and I live in Livingston, New Jersey. 
 
Methane will make this planet unlivable for my children and grandchildren, and for YOURS too. Do not sell your 
family out! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sharon Cytrynbaum 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Cywinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Cywinski and I live in Plainfield Charter Township, Michigan. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Cywinski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lori 
Last name: Cz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lori Cz and I live in Fort Lee, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lori Cz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeff 
Last name: Czach 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeff Czach and I live in Schaumburg, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jeff Czach 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Czachurski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Czachurski and I live in Huntsville, Alabama. 
 
 
Preserving our forests is more important than corporate greed. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Czachurski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: BRYAN 
Last name: CZAJKA 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Czamanske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gerald Czamanske and I live in Palo Alto, CA 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gerald Czamanske 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Czaplicki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Ann Czaplicki 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jasmin 
Last name: Czarapara 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jasmin and I live in Maryland. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jasmin Czarapara 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Czarnecki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberta Czarnecki and I live in Everett, Washington. 
 
ALL forests provide homes for wildlife and help with the environment and the air we ALL need to breath. We 
have NO PLANET B. Please keep our forests intact. Please STOP putting corporate profits before public 
interest, clean air and water and homes to many including our wildlife. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Roberta Czarnecki 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: George 
Last name: Czarnik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Czarnik and I live in Oak Lawn, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, George Czarnik 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: Czarny 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stan Czarny 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Magdalena 
Last name: Czeblakow 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Magdalena Czeblakow and I live in Des Plaines, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Magdalena Czeblakow 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: MAGDALENA 
Last name: CZECH-VELAZQUEZ 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is MAGDALENA CZECH-VELAZQUEZ and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, MAGDALENA CZECH-VELAZQUEZ 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gerald 
Last name: Czechowicz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gerald Czechowicz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Czechowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alicia Czechowski and I live in Baltimore, Maryland. 
 
We can't keep trashing our wild forests; they are on the brink of extinction due to Plywood billionaire GREED!!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alicia Czechowski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: Czeczuga 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Travis 
Last name: Czekalski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Oppose changing roadless rule 
 
I strongly oppose changing the roadless rule. I won't stand for any logging in the Tongass forest, we need to 
protect our forests and natural ecosystems and not sell them to the highest bidder. Please have a heart and do 
what you know is right. 
 
-Travis Czekalski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Caesar 
Last name: Czerniawski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Caesar Czerniawski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Czerw 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is George Czerw and I live in Oak Island, North Carolina. 
 
[Your personal comment will be added here.] 
 
As an environmentally conscious citizen, I am writing to express my strong opposition to any efforts to roll back 
the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was 
implemented with unprecedented public support in order to protect some of our nations most pristine public 
lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass National Forest in Alaska is a rare 
temperate rainforest. Its often referred to as Americas Climate Forest because, much like the Amazon, it plays 
a critical role in fighting climate change by retaining vast stores of carbon in its old-growth trees. 
 
It is clear to me that you must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming 
public support and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change, thereby jeopardizing Alaskans at a time 
when the state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I strongly urge you not to 
abandon the Roadless Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing 
to keep the rule in place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Regards, George Czerw 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Romona 
Last name: Czichos-Slaughter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Romona Czichos-Slaughter and I live in Hollister, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Romona Czichos-Slaughter 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margo 
Last name: Czinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margo Czinski and I live in Willis, Michigan. 
 
In my 66 years as a Michigan resident, I have seen the air become cleaner and all the health benefits that 
resulted. We need to continue to improve the quality of air, not move backwards. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Margo Czinski 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: BreeAnn 
Last name: Czuprinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Breeann Czuprinski and I live in Grand Rapids, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
We need to protect the Tongass National Forest because it is an invaluable natural resource that benefits 
wildlife and humankind alike with its capabilities to store large amounts of carbon. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer 
funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead 
prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 


	C___C_
	C___Jessica
	C___Jessica_18644
	C___Jessica_24106
	C___Jessica_47777
	C___John
	C___Lynne
	C___Lynne_16440
	C___Lynne_32450
	C___N_
	C___W_
	c__a
	C__Alexis
	C__Ben
	C__Ben_54525
	C__Courtney
	c__craig
	c__craig_50580
	C__D
	C__D_17153
	C__D_27942
	C__D_30698
	C__D_57053
	C__Deborah
	C__F
	C__Gary
	C__J
	C__J_47335
	C__Jan
	C__Janet
	C__K
	C__Lynn
	C__Lynn_42294
	C__Lynn_42973
	C__Michael
	c__rich
	C__S
	c__S_58788
	C__Sanders
	C__Steve
	C__Tony
	C__Yvonne
	C_Dennis__Steve
	C_Waldron__Carla
	Cabala__John
	Caballero__Rose
	Caballero__Rose_30972
	caban__marcia
	Cabanban__Linda
	Cabanban__Robert
	Cabanelas__Alexandra
	Cabanelas__Alexandra_11337
	Cabanelas__Alexandra_24098
	Cabanelas__Alexandra_24986
	Cabanelas__Alexandra_56922
	Cabello__Adam
	Cabeza__Matias
	Cabeza__Matias_19385
	Cabezas__Maritza
	Cable__Rebecca
	Cabot__Colleen
	caccia__david
	Cacciabando__Jill
	cachopo__patricia
	Cacioppo__Judy
	Cacioppo__Judy_35986
	Cade__Cole
	CADENHEAD__THOMAS
	Cadieux__Janette
	Cadle__Ann
	Cadmus__Rob
	Cadot__Meade
	Cady__Peter
	Caesar__Wendy
	Caesara__Lynda
	Caetano__Mike
	Caetano__Mike_23192
	Caffrey__John
	Caffrey__Kevin
	Cagle__Cindi
	Cagle__Mark
	Cagle__Shalyn
	cahan__andrew
	Cahill__David
	Cahill__Debra
	Cahill__Joan
	Cahill__Lea
	Cahill__Lea_29500
	Cahill__Lea_47680
	Cahill__Lea_50362
	Cahill__Shawn
	Cahill__Tana
	Cahill__Tana_25669
	Cahill__Tana_30688
	Cahoon__Jason
	Cahoon__Joanna
	Cahoon__Kristie
	Caiano__Rutocas
	Caicco__Jody
	CAIN__AMANDA
	Cain__Brian
	Cain__Drake
	Cain__Judith
	Cain__Mariah
	Cain__Richard
	Cain__Richard_59453
	Cain__Roberta
	Cain__Victoria
	Caine__Jan
	Caine__Lisa
	Caine__Tyler
	Caire__Donna
	cairns__James
	Cairns__John
	Cairns__Maureen
	Cairns__Rachel
	Cairo__Meg
	Caitlyn__Fanning
	Calabi__Carlo
	Calabrese__Carol
	Calabresi__Miles
	Calabro__Ann
	Calabro__Louise
	Calabro__Louise_30697
	Calabro__Wenxian
	Calamaro__Drew
	Calambro__Leslie
	Calandrino__Gino
	Calandro__Dianna
	calcagno__kyle
	Calcara__Jennifer
	Caldelas__Grace
	Caldelas__Grace_31266
	Calder__Kathryn
	Calderon__Adriana
	Calderon__Edye
	Calderon__Jesse
	Calderon__Linda
	Calderone__Cindy
	calderone__tom
	Calderwood__Kate
	Caldie__Matt
	Caldwell__Caitlin
	Caldwell__Carmen
	Caldwell__Chuck
	Caldwell__Chuck_56703
	Caldwell__Dotty
	Caldwell__Edward
	Caldwell__James
	Caldwell__Joel
	Caldwell__Kaci
	caldwell__kathleen
	Caldwell__Mary
	Caldwell__Mary_23536
	Caldwell__Mj
	Caldwell__Sarah
	Caldwell__Stephen
	Caldwell__Steven
	Calhoun__Rebecca
	Calhoun__Susan
	Cali__Brittany
	Calicott__Thomas
	Calkin__Abigail
	Call__Connie
	Call__Katherine
	call__vicki
	Callaghan__Jean
	Callaghan__Monica
	Callaghan__Paul
	Callaghan__Russell
	Callaghan__Russell_45604
	Callaghan__Scott
	callahan__A
	Callahan__Amalie
	Callahan__Carolyn
	Callahan__Chris
	Callahan__Dan
	Callahan__Don
	Callahan__Edward
	Callahan__Edward_29997
	Callahan__Ellen
	Callahan__Gloria
	Callahan__Jack
	Callahan__Kevin
	Callahan__Matt
	Callahan__Michael
	Callahan__Michael_25907
	Callahan__Nathan
	Callahan__Nicholas
	Callahan__Nicholas_30082
	Callahan__Robert
	Callahan__Terry
	Callan__Mary
	Callanan__Patrick
	Callard__Tori
	Callaway__Indy
	Callaway__Phillip
	Calleja__Marta
	Callen__David
	Calley__Cliff
	Callies__John
	Callison__Ron
	Callistion__David
	Calvelage__Anthony
	Calver__Geoff
	Calvert__Craig
	Calvillo__Juan
	Calvillo__Juan_54005
	Calvin__Devon
	Calvisi__Ronald
	Calvo__Jeannette
	Calzi__Dorothy
	Camacho__L
	Camacho__Lael
	Camacho__Robyn
	Camacho__Robyn_53230
	camardo__mary
	camardo__mary_54367
	Camarena__Carly
	Camarillo__Carolina
	Camasi__Lisa
	Camenisch__Paul
	Camera__Stephanie
	Cameron__Debra
	Cameron__Debra_58955
	CAMERON__HELEN
	Cameron__Jean
	Cameron__Joan
	Cameron__Joan_58902
	Cameron__Johanna
	Cameron__Laurel
	Cameron__Lydia
	Cameron__Lynne
	Cameron__Margaret
	Cameron__Margaret_23820
	Cameron__Norman
	Camhi__Gail
	Camille__Smith
	Camillos__Maggie
	caminiti__andrea
	Caminiti__June
	Camiscioli__Barbara
	Cammarata__John
	Camou__Judith
	Camp__David
	Camp__Gary
	Camp__James
	Camp__Linda
	Camp__Linda_30216
	Camp__Rich
	Camp__Vicki
	Campagnola__Rae
	Campanini__Susan
	Campbell__A
	Campbell__Alice
	Campbell__Allan
	Campbell__Allan_29206
	Campbell__Allan_42023
	Campbell__Allan_42619
	Campbell__Allan_48088
	Campbell__Andrew
	Campbell__Anita
	Campbell__Anne
	campbell__anneke
	Campbell__Ben
	Campbell__Brenton
	Campbell__Bruce
	Campbell__Caitlin
	Campbell__Carl
	Campbell__Carrie
	Campbell__Charles
	Campbell__Charlotte
	Campbell__Charlotte_56306
	Campbell__Charlotte_57467
	Campbell__Cynthia
	Campbell__Danny
	Campbell__Danny_50448
	Campbell__David
	Campbell__Debbie
	Campbell__Delores
	Campbell__Dian
	Campbell__Donna
	Campbell__Duane
	Campbell__Dudley
	Campbell__Duncan
	Campbell__DW
	Campbell__Elle
	Campbell__Frances
	Campbell__George
	Campbell__Gina
	Campbell__Gina_28478
	Campbell__James
	Campbell__James_4386
	Campbell__James_22071
	Campbell__James_25846
	Campbell__Jane
	Campbell__Jay
	Campbell__John
	Campbell__Jordan
	Campbell__Joyce
	Campbell__Keli
	Campbell__Keli_28940
	Campbell__Kevin
	Campbell__Kristin
	Campbell__Kristin_54172
	Campbell__Larry
	Campbell__Larry_40151
	Campbell__Larry_59187
	Campbell__Laura
	Campbell__Linda
	Campbell__Linda_33199
	Campbell__Linda_47213
	Campbell__Liz
	Campbell__Lizbeth
	Campbell__Lynette
	Campbell__Mark
	Campbell__Megan
	Campbell__Nancy
	Campbell__Paul
	campbell__Roberta
	Campbell__Scott
	Campbell__Shannon
	Campbell__Stacy
	Campbell__Susan
	Campbell__Therese
	Campbell__Thomas
	Campbell__Tom
	Campbell__Tommy
	Campbell__Tremyia
	Campbell__Varday
	Campbell__Vicki
	campbell_gina__Anon
	Campber__Roger
	Campen__Benjamin
	Campen__Brenda
	Camphire__Christian
	Campion__Gregory
	Campion__Shannon
	Campogiani__Joseph
	Campolettano__Marilyn
	Campos__Juan
	Campos__Melinda
	Camus__nathalie
	Can__Tin
	Canada__John
	Canada__Kathy
	Canada__Riley
	Canada__Susan
	Canady__Luke
	Canady__Luke_46092
	canalizo__dorian
	Canatsey__Jean
	Canatsey__Jean_1655
	Canavan__Mary
	Canavan__Tom
	Candea__Randall
	Candee__Thomas
	Candee__Thomas_43809
	Candelaria__Alexis
	Candler__Ellen
	Candlin__Linda
	Candow__Stacy
	Candrl__Gary
	Canepa__Jill
	Canepa__John
	Canepa__John_47501
	Canett__Heather
	Canfield__Gabe
	Canganelli__Michael
	Canham__Andrew
	Canham__Stephen
	Canipe__Jerry
	Canja__S
	Cann__RJ
	Cann__Xyra
	Cannestra__Karen
	Canning__Lisa
	canning__rick
	Canning__Tom
	Cannon__Benjamin
	Cannon__Dan
	Cannon__Dan_35308
	Cannon__Dan_48337
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_34987
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_34989
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35048
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35059
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35068
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35070
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35412
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35413
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35414
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35415
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35416
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35417
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35418
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35419
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35432
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35465
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35466
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35467
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35468
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35473
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35486
	Cannon__Dan_Attachment_35487
	Cannon__Elizabeth
	Cannon__Hc
	Cannon__Holly
	Cannon__Joe
	Cannon__Johnathan
	Cannon__Jon
	Cannon__Juaneta
	Cannon__Juaneta_Attachment
	Cannon__Judith
	Cannon__Loretta
	Cannon__Michael
	CANNON__SONDRA
	cannoy__katrina
	Canny__Brian
	Cano__Paula
	canosa__valerie
	Canright__Mark
	Canright__Mark_18241
	Canright__Mark_22202
	Canright__Mark_27729
	Canright__Mark_30738
	Canright__Mark_46684
	Canright__Mark_56311
	Canright__Rebecca
	Canright__Rebecca_29919
	Canright__Rebecca_30043
	Canright__Rebecca_43493
	Cantalupo__Olivia
	Cantarow__Ellen
	Canter__Linda
	cantilli__john
	Cantilli__John_19923
	Cantino__Heather
	Cantino__Joyce
	Cantino__Marie
	Cantner__Steven
	Cantner__Steven_40154
	Cantner__Steven_43353
	Cantner__Steven_46100
	Cantner__Steven_59436
	Cantor__Jeremy
	Cantor__Miriam
	Cantrell__Anna
	Cantrell__Anna_50234
	Cantrell__Dan
	Cantrell__Derwin
	Cantrell__Derwin_59039
	Cantrell__Suellen
	Cantu__Casey
	Cantu__Katrina
	Cantu__Richard
	Cantu__Roel
	Cantwell__Diane
	Cantwell__Diane_16596
	Cantwell__Pat
	Canty__Ken
	Canzanelli__Lisa
	Cao__Diana
	Cap__Rosina
	Capaldo__Christine
	Capan__Cigdem
	Capece__Barbara
	Capella__Marina
	Capelle__Tiahna
	Capelli__Fabio
	Capelli__Kathryn
	Caperon__Rebekah
	Capitano__Joanna
	Capito__Greg
	Capizzo__Jim
	Caplan__Stephen
	Caplan__Stephen_58534
	Capobianco__Michael
	Capobianco__Raymond
	Capobianco__Raymond_43814
	Caponi__Nancy
	Caponi__Nancy_41730
	Caporali__Cinzia
	Caposey__Denise
	Capp__Karen
	Cappa__Karen
	Cappello__Dan
	Cappetta__Mark
	Cappiello__John
	Capps__Joshua
	Capps__Trisha
	Capps__Trisha_10747
	Capps__Trisha_25337
	Capps__Trisha_26998
	Capps__Trisha_57433
	Caprio__Ellen
	Capstick__Hilary
	Captainkona__Anon
	Capulong__Meghan
	Capulong__Meghan_59329
	Caputo__Michael
	Caputo__Michael_39307
	Caputo__Sandra
	Carabillo__Elizabeth
	Caramanna__Vivian
	Carano__Michael
	Carano__Michael_48559
	Carano__Michael_59056
	Carbajal__Alexis
	Carballar__Jos
	Carbary__Lawrence
	Carberry__Valerie
	Carberry__Valerie_30516
	Carbo__Dana
	carbone__christopher
	Carbone__Dona
	Carbone__Madeline
	Carcelli__Dennie
	Card__Jessica
	Card__Kevin
	Card__William
	Cardarelli__John
	Cardella__Andrew
	Cardella__Andrew_50512
	Cardella__R_
	Cardella__Sylvia
	Cardella__Sylvia_41698
	Cardella__Sylvia_52794
	Carden__Sherri
	CARDENAS__Alina
	Cardenas__Richard
	Carder__Suzanne
	Carder_Jackson__Sharon
	Cardile__Anthony
	Cardlin__Dorothy
	Cardone__Christine
	Cardoso__Flavio
	Cardwell__Paul
	Caredda__Christine
	Carella__Len
	Carella__Len_33583
	Carera__Kylie
	Carey__Christa
	Carey__Dawn
	Carey__Donna
	Carey__Heather
	Carey__Janet
	Carey__Janet_30085
	carey__john
	Carey__Joshua
	Carey__Madalynn
	Carey__Michael
	Carey__Nancy
	Carey__Nancy_44030
	Carey__Patricia
	Carey__Patrick
	Carey__Rachel
	Carey__Rebecca
	Carey__Susan
	Cargile__Al
	Cargill__Maxwell
	Cargman__Jered
	Carico__Joel
	Cariello__Jim
	Cariello__W
	Carignan__Kimberly
	Carivan__Elizabeth
	Carl__Nancy
	Carl__Nathan
	Carl__Stephen
	carl__Ted
	Carla__Parks
	Carlberg__Colin
	Carlena__Elena
	Carleo__Elena
	Carleton__Cheri
	Carleton__Kody
	Carleton__Kody_50502
	Carley__Jim
	Carlile__Grayson
	Carlin__Elliot
	carlin__marianne
	Carlin__Terry
	Carliner__Louis
	Carlino__Thomas
	Carlisle__Candace
	Carlisle__Julie
	Carlisle__M
	Carlisle__Scott
	Carlisle__Scott_58141
	Carlisle__Stephen
	Carlos__Sergio
	Carlough__Joyce
	Carlsen__Mary
	Carlson__Al
	Carlson__Barbara
	Carlson__Carol
	Carlson__Cheri
	Carlson__Chris
	Carlson__Christine
	Carlson__Christine_30603
	Carlson__Colleen
	Carlson__Corey
	Carlson__Dave
	Carlson__Dave_38244
	Carlson__David
	Carlson__Elias
	Carlson__Gary
	Carlson__Gary_32689
	Carlson__Gary_Attachment
	Carlson__Hayden
	Carlson__Hayden_58316
	Carlson__Jacob
	Carlson__Joan
	Carlson__Joeli
	Carlson__Joeli_32549
	Carlson__Joeli_58339
	Carlson__John
	Carlson__Jonathan
	Carlson__Judith
	Carlson__Judy
	carlson__judy_15102
	Carlson__Kenneth
	Carlson__Maureen
	Carlson__Maureen_30086
	Carlson__Peggy
	Carlson__Ravin
	Carlson__Rita
	Carlson__Rowena
	Carlson__Sean
	Carlson__Stephanie
	Carlson__Susan
	Carlson__Susan_49631
	Carlson__Uriell
	Carlson__William
	Carlson_Leavitt__Joyce
	Carlstrom__Andrea
	Carlton__Ann
	Carlton__Barbara
	Carlton__Janice
	Carlton__Patricia
	Carlton__Rosemary
	Carlton__Rosemary_38692
	Carlton__Tara
	Carlton__Thomas
	Carly__Anon
	Carmack__David
	Carmack__Lindsey
	Carman__Andrea
	Carman__Ann
	Carman__Chris
	Carman__Heather
	Carman__Judy
	Carmany__Honey
	Carmeci__Charles
	Carmeci__Charles_58179
	Carmen__Filip
	Carmen__Margaret
	Carmichael__Barbara
	Carmichael__Brenda
	Carmichael__Janet
	carmichael__john
	carmichael__john_24358
	Carmichael__Victor
	Carmichale__David
	Carmona__David
	Carmona__Lawrence
	Carnahan__Peggy
	Carnahan__Terry
	Carnana__Andrea
	Carnein__Carl
	Carnes__Delbert_F
	Carnevale__Robert
	Carney__Cheryl
	Carney__Frances
	Carney__Marilyn
	Carney__Natalie
	Carney__Patrick
	Carney_Feldman__Catherine
	Carnis__Mary
	Carnis__Mary_3224
	Carol
	Carola__Hugh
	Carolan__Lee
	Carollo__Gina
	Carollo__Gina_3502
	Carollo__Gina_32106
	Carolyn__Rice
	carolynmoser_comcast_net__Anon
	Caron__Catherine
	Caron__Catherine_37194
	Caron__Chris
	Carothers__Robert
	Carp__Richard
	Carp__Richard_38463
	Carpaneto__Danny
	Carpenter__Amy
	Carpenter__Aren
	Carpenter__Barbara
	Carpenter__Bonnie
	Carpenter__Brent
	Carpenter__Carol
	carpenter__Carol_50242
	carpenter__charles
	Carpenter__Cleve
	Carpenter__Dale
	Carpenter__Derek
	Carpenter__Donald
	Carpenter__Edward
	Carpenter__Evan
	Carpenter__Henry
	Carpenter__James
	Carpenter__Jamie
	Carpenter__Jeremy
	carpenter__lu
	CARPENTER__MICHAEL
	Carpenter__Patricia
	Carpenter__Scott
	carpenter__steven
	carpenter__steven_45115
	Carpenter__Susan
	Carpenter__Thomas
	Carpenter__Thomas_35447
	Carpenter__Todd
	Carpentier__Dana
	Carpentieri__Amy
	Carper__Daniel
	Carper__Margaret
	Carr__Ann
	Carr__Barbara
	Carr__Beth
	Carr__Beth_14927
	Carr__Beth_27395
	Carr__Carolyn
	carr__caryl
	Carr__Catherine
	Carr__Cathy
	Carr__Crystal
	Carr__Dean
	Carr__Debrina
	Carr__Dennis
	Carr__Dennis_31049
	Carr__Dick
	Carr__Eugene
	Carr__Gerald
	Carr__James
	Carr__James_18325
	Carr__James_36246
	Carr__Jennifer
	Carr__Jennifer_36021
	Carr__Joe
	Carr__Kathleen
	Carr__Kathleen_7262
	Carr__Kayliss
	Carr__Kayliss_9658
	Carr__Kayliss_14057
	Carr__Kayliss_25348
	Carr__Kayliss_27462
	Carr__Laurie
	CARR__LINDA
	Carr__Mark
	Carr__Michael
	Carr__Richard
	Carr__Richard_44176
	Carr__Robert
	Carr__Sarah
	Carr__Steven
	Carranco__Nora
	Carrara__Wayne
	Carrasco__Abbie
	Carraway__Kermit
	Carraway__Kermit_28881
	Carraway__Kermit_29083
	Carraway__Kermit_46054
	Carre_Damien_53077
	Carrell__Steven
	Carreon__Ana
	Carreon__Juan
	Carrick__Elaine
	carrier__chad
	Carrier__Ken
	Carrier__Micki
	Carrier__Paula
	Carrier__Rebecca
	Carrier__Rebecca_23572
	Carriere__Richard
	Carrillo__Christianne
	Carrillo__Daniel
	Carrington__Dr_
	Carrington__Gilda
	Carrion__Yahaira
	Carrmeo__Bing
	Carroll__Adrian
	Carroll__Bill
	Carroll__Brian
	Carroll__Christopher
	Carroll__Dan
	Carroll__Debbie
	Carroll__Deborah
	Carroll__Diane
	Carroll__Elisabeth
	Carroll__Elizabeth
	Carroll__Jackie
	Carroll__Jason
	Carroll__Joshua
	Carroll__Kathleen
	CARROLL__KATHY
	Carroll__Kevin
	carroll__Kim
	Carroll__Kyle
	Carroll__Linda
	carroll__marlene
	Carroll__Mary
	Carroll__Patrick
	Carroll__Patrick_40702
	Carroll__Patrick_59040
	carroll__richard
	Carroll__Robert
	Carroll__Robert_30679
	Carroll__Robert_46389
	carroll__sara
	Carroll__Sherry
	Carroll__Susan
	Carroll__Susan_25902
	Carroll__Terence
	Carroll_Friedman__Maureen
	Carrreau__Marcelle
	Carsia__Diane
	Carsky_Wilson__Meg
	Carson__Barbara
	Carson__Barbara_58077
	Carson__Diane
	Carson__Glenn
	Carson__Heather
	Carson__Ian
	Carson__Jo
	Carson__Karen
	Carson__Wayne
	Carstensen__Deborah
	Carstensen__Deborah_29680
	Carswell__Gayle
	Cartabona__Nicholas
	Carter__Betty
	Carter__Brian
	Carter__Calesse
	Carter__Catherine
	Carter__Craig
	Carter__David
	Carter__Ed
	Carter__Jaan
	Carter__Jahlina
	Carter__Jane
	Carter__Janet
	Carter__Janet_50808
	Carter__Jeff
	Carter__Judith
	Carter__Julia
	Carter__Julia_56984
	Carter__Kimm
	Carter__Kitch
	Carter__Larry
	Carter__louis
	Carter__Meg
	Carter__Michael
	Carter__Michael_57676
	carter__rhonda
	Carter__Rob
	Carter__Rob_35124
	Carter__Robert
	Carter__Ron
	Carter__Ronald
	Carter__Ruth
	Carter__Sydney
	Carter__Teresa
	Carter__Thomas
	Carter__Timothy
	Carter__Travis
	Carter__Worrall
	Carter_Dubois__Sally
	Carter_Sweatt__Cynthia
	carthy__michael
	Cartwright__Breckenridge
	Cartwright__Donna
	Cartwright__Jennifer
	Cartwright__Jennifer_44550
	cartwright__Mary
	Caruso__Rosemary
	Carver__Caroline
	Carver__Caroline_55931
	Carver__Caroline_57980
	Carver__Georgia
	Carver__Michael
	Cary__Danna
	Cary__Paulette
	Caryk__Rosty
	Casabianca__Armando
	Casabianca__Maria
	Casabianca__Maria_31402
	casabona__mary
	Casaday__Garth
	Casanova__Mia
	Casanova__Mia_14779
	Casarella__Anonymous
	Casarella__Anonymous_Attachment
	Casarett__Vicki
	Casarez__Lilia
	Casarsa__Janice
	Casbara__BP
	Casbara__BP_58654
	Cascade__Robyn
	Case__Bethany
	Case__Glenn
	Case__Glenn_Attachment
	Case__Greg
	Case__Lee
	Case__Les
	Case__Marcia
	Case__Regina
	Case__Regina_35540
	Case__Samuel
	Caselman__Kristina
	Casey__Barbara
	Casey__Charles
	Casey__Irma
	Casey__Irma_30965
	Casey__Jay
	Casey__Jenifer
	Casey__Joseph
	Casey__Joy
	Casey__K_
	Casey__Karen
	Casey__Mary
	Casey__Michael
	Casey__Nancy
	Casey__Paul
	Casey__Randall
	Casey__Sean
	Casey__Shawn
	Cash__Allison
	Cash__Anna
	Cash__David
	Cash__Donna
	Cash__Judy
	Cash__Marvin
	Cash_Procell__Gloria
	Cashatt__Louis
	Cashell__Janice
	Cashen__Hoather
	Cashier__Gina
	Casillas__Alex
	Casino__John
	Casipit__Calvin
	Casipit__Calvin_Attachment
	8600202 incoming (003).pdf
	Res CY19-31 Roadless.PDF

	Casker__David
	Caskey__Charles
	Casler__Tiffany
	Casman__Elizabeth
	Casman__Elizabeth_29324
	Casner__George
	Casner__George_31040
	Casner__George_47646
	Caso__Barbara
	Caso__Mark
	CASO__MICHAEL
	Caso__Renee
	Casota__Linda
	casper__chris
	Casper__John
	Casper__Richard
	Cass__Cody
	Cass__Mike
	Cassato__Candice
	Cassel__debra
	Cassel__John
	Cassel__Nick
	Casselman__G_S
	Cassens__Susie
	Cassianna__Frank
	Cassidy__Andrea
	Cassidy__Anna
	Cassidy__Anna_10763
	Cassidy__Anna_24587
	Cassidy__Anna_26208
	Cassidy__Anna_56549
	Cassidy__Donna
	cassidy__edward
	Cassidy__John
	Cassidy__Joy
	Cassidy__Judy
	Cassidy__Kathleen
	Cassidy__Mackensey
	Cassidy__Mackensey_11134
	Cassidy__Mackensey_25363
	Cassidy__Mackensey_29161
	Cassidy__Mackensey_56420
	Cassidy__Pam
	Cassidy__Patrick
	Cassidy__Virginia
	Cassidy__Virginia_51591
	Cassill__Jean
	cassilly__ruth
	Cassinelli__Mary
	Cassingham__Charles
	Castaing__Mark
	Castaldi__James
	Castanet__Valerie
	Castano__Paola
	Castanon__John
	Castanon__John_32917
	Castared__Analicia
	Casteel__Erin
	Casteel__Jessie
	Casteel__Jessie_44014
	Casteel__Jessie_58532
	Casteel__Nick
	Castellanos__Andrea
	Castellanos__Andrea_50673
	Castellanos__Vicky
	Castellanos__Virginia
	Castellanos__Virginia_43238
	Castelli_Hill__Susan
	Castelli_Hill__Susan_30344
	Castelli_Hill__Susan_42288
	Castellon__Ana
	Castellon__Leigh
	Castelluccio__K
	Caster__Amanda
	Castevens__Cindy
	Castiglioni__Michael
	Castilleja__John
	Castillo__Analiese
	Castillo__Analiese_42139
	Castillo__Heidrun
	Castillo__Judy
	Castillo__Rita
	Castillo__Rita_28979
	Castillo__Sara
	castillo__Vi
	Castine__Patricia
	Castle__Dana
	Castle__David
	Castle__Rich
	Castle__Rich_48447
	Castleton__Dillon
	Casto__Ray
	Casto__Ray_50795
	Caston__Kent
	Castorino__Toni
	Castro__Angela
	Castro__Carlos
	Castro__Cas
	castro__Mafalda
	Castro__Marc
	Castro__Maryetta
	Castro__Yvette
	Castte__David
	Casucci__Tallie
	Casucci__Tony
	Casucci__Tony_39766
	CASWELL__DR
	Caswell__Gail
	Caswell__Gail_29147
	Caswell__Helen
	Caswell__Helen_10128
	Caswell__Martha
	Catalano__Jason
	Cataldo__Lexie
	Cataleta__Stuart
	catanese__rosemary
	Catanzaro__Amy
	Catanzaro__Amy_13962
	Catanzaro__Amy_15118
	Catanzaro__Amy_26693
	Catanzaro__Amy_29194
	Cate__Tom
	Cate__Tom_20978
	Cate__Tom_44905
	Catechi__Benjamin
	Cates__Batja
	Cates__Kathryn
	Cates__Kathryn_28733
	Cates__Kathryn_44805
	Cates__Kelly
	Cates__Rebecca
	cathala__corine
	Catherine__John
	Catherine__Raymond
	Cathers__Millie
	Cathey__April
	Cathey__Margaret
	cathy__adams
	Catlett__Ana
	Catlett__Ana_14027
	Catlett__Ana_15328
	Catlett__Ana_24991
	Catlett__Ana_26913
	Catlin__Jacy
	Catlin__Lynn
	Catlin__Peter
	Cato__Mary
	Cato__Mary_48019
	Cato__Mary_59213
	Caton__Elaine
	Caton__Elaine_41202
	Caton__Jason
	Catone__D_
	Catrazius__Al
	Cattan__George
	Catterson__Matt
	cattey__marge
	Cattle__Robert
	caturay__maria
	Cauble__Anna
	Cauble__Anna_38523
	Caudill__Barbara
	Caudill__Lindsey
	Caudill__Lindsey_17400
	Caufield__Rebecca
	Caulfield__Rebecca
	Caulfield__Rebecca_24195
	Caulfield__Rebecca_32661
	Caulfield__Rebecca_Attachment
	Caulum__Susan
	Cause__Click
	Cause__Click_34536
	Cause__Click_49856
	Cause__Click_49970
	Cause__Click_49977
	Cause__Click_49980
	Cause__Click_Attachment
	Cause__Click_Attachment_34534
	Cause__Click_Attachment_49858
	Cause__Click_Attachment_49969
	Cause__Click_Attachment_49972
	Cause__Click_Attachment_49991
	Causey__Annie
	Cavaliero__Robert
	Cavaliero__Robert_51327
	Cavallaro__Monica
	Cavallero__Edoardo
	Cavallo__Anthony
	Cavallo__Anthony_37125
	Cavallo__Janet
	Cavallone__luis
	Cavanaugh__Elaine
	cavanaugh__Gloria
	Cavanaugh__Michael
	Cavanaugh__Rosemary
	Cavaretta__Gina
	Cavasian__Edward
	Cavasian__Edward_26063
	Cavasian__Edward_31033
	Cavazos__Mark
	cave__Nancy
	Caver__Pat
	Caverly__Doug
	Cavigli__Connor
	Cavner__Maral
	Cawley__Chris
	Cawley_Black__Jennifer
	Cawood__Anne
	Cawood__anne_43349
	Cayce__Judy
	Cayer__Sheila
	Cayer__Sheila_57226
	Cayford__Martin
	cayton__M
	Cechony__Janice
	Cecil__Dechenne
	Cecil__Ralph
	Cecilia__Michel
	Cecl__G
	cedarearth_aol_com__Anon
	Cedarleaf__Jennifer
	Cederholm__Carina
	Cederholm__Carina_Attachment
	Cedillos__Marnie
	Cefalo__Robert
	ceglowski__walter
	Celeste__VeZolles
	Celidonio__Daniel
	Cella__Michele
	Celli__Eli
	cellucci__pam
	Cencioso__Marilynn
	Cencula__Nancy
	Cencula__Nancy_32876
	Cencula__Nancy_35460
	Cencula__Nancy_56151
	CENTENO__TERESA
	Centeno_Cannon__Susie
	Center__Jeanine
	Centner__Randy
	Centoni__Marilyn
	Centoni__Marilyn_52881
	Cera__Jacqui
	Cerasaro__Shelley
	Ceravolo__t
	Cerisola__Andrea
	Cermak__J
	Cernick__Rachel
	Cerniglia__Suzanne
	Cerniglia__Suzanne_35871
	Cernik__Eva
	Cernuschi__Claude
	Cerny__Jayne
	Ceron__Rosemarie
	Cerqueni__Ingrid
	Cerra__Nicole
	Cerretani__Holly
	Cerretani__Holly_46500
	Cerullo__John
	Cervantes__Jacob
	CERVANTES__JOHN
	Cervene__Amy
	Cervenka__Nancy
	Cerveny__John
	CERVERA__ISABEL
	Cerwinka__Michael
	Cespedes__Christine
	Cessaro__Robert
	Cetrulo__Cindy
	Chacob__Rosenda
	Chacon__Carmen
	CHACON__MARGOT
	Chadbourne__Bennett
	Chadbourne__Jill
	Chadderton__George
	Chaddic__Lana
	Chadwell__Robert
	chadwick__crista
	Chadwick__Paul
	Chadwick__Robin
	Chadwick__Wyatt
	Chae__Erin
	Chaffin__Jenni
	Chainey__Janice
	Chainey__Janice_20057
	Chaisson__Lola
	Chakar__Linda
	Chakravorty__Serena
	Chakravorty__Serena_52329
	Chalfin__D_
	Chalker__Chris
	Chalker__Mikki
	Challandes__Jason
	Challinor__Suzanne
	Challinor__Suzanne_13930
	Chalmers__Ian
	chalmers__rosemary
	Chalupnik__Janet
	Chamberlain__Jane
	Chamberlain__Jo
	Chamberlain__Lexie
	Chamberlain__Lora
	Chamberlain__Lora_48731
	Chamberlain__Marlene
	Chamberlain__Ronald
	Chamberlain__Ronald_35398
	Chamberlain__Sarah
	Chamberlin__Ann
	Chamberlin__Connie
	Chamberlin__Dorothy
	Chamberlin__Jan
	Chamberlin__Linda
	Chambers__Barbara
	Chambers__Bradley
	Chambers__Charity
	Chambers__Claire
	Chambers__Connie
	Chambers__Gretchen
	Chambers__John
	Chambers__Kyle
	Chambers__Nick
	Chambers__Patricia
	Chambers__Philip
	Chambers__Terri
	CHAMBERS__TERRI_25428
	Chambers__Thomas
	Chambers__Thomas_30361
	Chambo__Jim
	Chambo__Tim
	Chambo__Tim_14794
	Chambo__Tim_41042
	Chambo__Tim_59579
	Chamness__John
	Champagne__Valerie
	Champion__Joel
	Champion__Matthew
	Champlin__Richard
	Champy__Cheryl
	Champy__Cheryl_31508
	Chan__B_
	Chan__Guy
	Chan__Guy_55731
	Chan__Nancy
	Chan__Rebecca
	Chan__Spencer
	Chan__Wallace
	Chance__Betty
	Chancellor__Charles
	Chancey__Debbie
	Chander__Wayne
	Chandler__Brent
	Chandler__Carol
	Chandler__Conrad
	Chandler__Gary
	Chandler__Jennifer
	Chandler__Kevin
	Chandler__Rita
	Chandler__Sierrn
	Chandler__Suzame
	Chandler__Suzanne
	Chandler__Vickie
	Chandley__Joan
	Chandra__Arti
	Chaney__Anna
	Chaney__Aubrey
	Chaney__Christy
	Chaney__David
	Chaney__Evan
	Chaney__Herman
	Chaney__Kathryn
	Chang__Crystal
	Chang__Gabriel
	Chang__Jeff
	Chang__Nancy
	chang__Nicole
	Chang__Robert
	Changus__Brett
	Chanler__Alexander
	CHANTLER__MIKE
	Chao__Andrew
	Chao__Beth
	Chapdelaine__Perry
	Chapek__S_
	Chapell__Sara
	Chapell__Sara_14160
	Chapell__Sara_15302
	Chapell__Sara_25010
	Chapell__Sara_27852
	Chapin__Carol
	Chapin__Clark
	Chapin__Diane
	Chapin__Everett
	Chapin__Jesse
	Chapin__Susan
	Chapin__Tim
	Chapman__Barbara
	Chapman__Brian
	Chapman__Bruce
	Chapman__Ed
	Chapman__Edith
	Chapman__Elma
	Chapman__Elma_47659
	Chapman__Evan
	Chapman__Evan_15232
	Chapman__Jo
	Chapman__Kevin
	Chapman__Louann
	Chapman__Lynne
	Chapman__Lynne_24105
	Chapman__Merlaine
	Chapman__Penny
	chapman__sam
	Chapman__Timothy_A
	Chapman__Zane
	Chappell__Carol
	chappell__christina
	chappell__christina_20682
	Chappell__Courtney
	Chappell__David
	Chappell__Holmes
	Chapter___Dixon
	Chaput__Rachel
	Charat__Jen
	CHARBONNEAU__ANNE
	Charbonneau__Nathan
	Charbonneau__Nathan_27176
	Charbonneau__Valerie
	Chard__john
	Chard__Philip
	Charest__Renee
	Charette__Karen
	Chark__Lilly
	Charlap__Donna
	CHARLEBOIS__STACIE
	Charles__Cassia
	Charles__Dorian
	Charles__Heather
	Charles__Jamie
	Charles__Leni
	Charles__Lenore
	Charles__Mary
	Charles__Michael
	Charles__Patricia
	CHARLES__R_
	Charlesworth__Ann
	Charlier__Maria
	Charloff__Ruth
	Charloff__Ruth_12084
	Charloff__Ruth_48416
	Charlot__Rutherford
	Charlot__Rutherford_37237
	Charlton__Dana
	Charlton__Keith
	Charlton__Kristi
	Charnak__B
	Charnas__Suzy
	Charnas__Suzy_50410
	Charnes__Ruth
	Charnetski__Mary
	charney__danielle
	Charnley__Ceded
	Charnow__Michael
	Charpenay__Francois
	Charrier__JL
	Charron__Anik
	Charter__Donna
	Chartier__George
	Chartier__Lisa
	Chartier__My
	Chartowich__Pat
	Chartrand__Leslie
	Chasco__Brandon
	chase__deborah
	Chase__Jayni
	Chase__Jayni_39299
	Chase__John
	Chase__John_44696
	Chase__John_56013
	Chase__Joy
	Chase__Julia
	Chase__Michael
	Chase__Preston
	Chase__Richard
	Chase__Stephen
	Chase__Steven
	Chase_Trujillo__Margaret
	Chasen__Lynette
	Chasin__Barbara
	Chassey__Lisa
	Chastain__Jim
	Chastain__John
	Chastain__Rich
	Chateau__JoAnn
	Chatfield__Victoria
	Chatfield__Victoria_36369
	Chatis__Corey
	Chato__Elizabeth
	Chato__Elizabeth_44647
	Chattergoon__Pamela
	Chatterjee__Madhumita
	Chatterjee__Madhumita_9521
	Chatterjee__Madhumita_31933
	Chatterji__Mona
	Chatterton__Terry
	Chaudhary__Norbert
	Chaudhuri__Pakhi
	chauvin__daniel
	Chaves__Bennett
	Chavez__Brittany
	Chavez__Dianne
	chavez__michele
	Chavez__Phyllis
	Chavez__Salissa
	Chavis__Ad
	Chazin__Mildred
	Cheah__Elena
	Cheatham__Linda
	Cheatham__William
	Checco__Laurie
	Cheek__Cathy
	Cheeks__Dwayne
	Cheeley__Clancey
	Cheeseman__Lorne
	Cheeseman__Ted
	Cheesman__Jean
	Cheetham__Robert
	Cheffi__Gisele
	Cheffi__Gisele_59491
	Cheitlin__Melvin
	Chekanow__Linda
	Chelius__Alissa
	Chellew__Courtney
	Chelmecki__Patricia
	Chen__Allan
	Chen__Alyisa
	Chen__Amy
	Chen__Celene
	Chen__Su_wen
	Chen__Wendy
	Chen__Yaniv
	Cheney__G_W_
	Cheney__Jennifer
	Cheney__Kristen
	Cheney__Paul
	Cheney__Paul_50639
	cheng__chinteh
	Cheng__Jack
	Cheng__Mei
	Cheng__On
	Cheng__Ronald
	chenkin__barry
	Chenkin__Cari
	Chepeska__Jan
	cherbo__Joni
	Cherf__Matthew
	Cherkton__Jamie
	Cherkton__Jamie_25072
	Cherkton__Jamie_26416
	Cherkton__Jamie_27866
	Cherkton__Jamie_57831
	Chern__Howard
	Chernetz__George
	Chernoff__Meg
	Chernow__Justin
	Cherr__J
	Cherrett__Nia
	Cherrier__Lisa
	Cherry__Carla
	Cherry__Chris
	CHERRY__HOWARD
	Cherry__Kittredge
	Cherry__Randall
	Cherry__Russell
	Cherry__Russell_6090
	Cherry__Stanley
	Cherry__Stanley_48536
	Cherry__Thomas
	Cherry__Thomas_59148
	Cherry__Victoria
	Cherubin__Elizabeth
	Cherubini__Maryann
	CHERVEN__CHARLIE
	CHERVEN__CHARLIE_43807
	Cherveny__Erik
	Cherwink__Robert
	Cheryl__Williams
	Chesebrough__Caroline
	Cheselske__Craig
	Chesick__Katherine
	Chesick__Katherine_40747
	Chesney__Matt
	Chesnut__Joanna
	Chess__Katie
	chesshir__Stan
	chesshir__Stan_59559
	Chester__Paula
	Chester__Philip
	Chevalier__Alea
	Chevalier__Alea_20466
	Chevalier__Linda
	Chevalier__Rowan
	Cheveton__Jeane
	Cheveton__Jeane_31709
	Chew__Carol
	Chew__Gordon
	ChewDon_NicholsonZach_LaPerriereErnie_Eggleston__Gordon
	Chewning__Claudia
	Chewning__Joshua
	Chey__Sam
	Chey__Samuel
	chheda__Kokila
	Chiacchio__Diane
	Chianis__Antonia
	Chiappetta__Anita
	Chiaravalli__Alicia
	Chiarella__John
	Chiariello__Myles
	Chiaverini__Damon
	Chica__Melanie
	Chicklas__Lewis
	Chicklas__Lewis_42103
	chidester__Barbara
	Chidester__Jack
	Chikigak__Troy
	Chilcote__Marilyn
	Child__Katrina
	Child__Patricia
	Childers__Jarret
	Childers__Judy
	Childers__Martha
	Childress__Robert
	Childs__Andria
	Childs__Jeff
	Childs__Maggie
	Childs__Maggie_45531
	Childs__Nancy
	Childs__Richard
	Childs__Susan
	CHILES__JOSHUA
	Chilluffo__Garry
	Chilson__D_G_
	Chilton__Cindy
	Chilton__Margaret
	Chimiklis__Lynne
	Chimiklis__Lynne_28312
	CHIMIS__ROBERT
	Chin__Barbara
	Chin__Hetty
	Ching__Alisa
	Chinigo__Brittany
	Chinn__Chris
	Chinn__Karen
	Chinn__Laurie
	Chinn__Phyllis
	chiodo__beth
	Chiodo__Russel
	Chiodo__Russel_48684
	Chione__Andrew
	Chipkin__Lisa
	Chippindale__Anders
	Chiquiza__Juan
	Chiquoine__Selinda
	Chir__Toni
	Chirigotis__Helen
	Chisari__Andrea
	Chisholm__Amy
	Chisholm__Brad
	Chittenden__James
	Chittim__Veroune
	Chittim__Veroune_54638
	chiu__chihlan
	Chivers__Linda
	Chivers__Linda_41823
	Chivers__timber_
	Chivian__Susanna
	Chizek__Mickey
	Chlystun__Michael
	Chmielarz__Sharon
	CHMIELEWSKI__CHARLIE
	CHMIELEWSKI__CHARLIE_48408
	Chmielewski__Mark
	Chmielewski__Tom
	Chmura__Ken
	Cho__Tony
	CHO__YU
	Choate__Carol
	choate__tina
	Chodosh__Janie
	Choe__Angela
	Choi__Brenda
	choi__Brenda_57316
	Choi__Kelly
	Choi__Leslie
	Choi__Siobhan
	Choi__Siobhan_59186
	Chokas__Greg
	cholewa__stephen
	Chomberlain__Virginia
	Chomko__Bob
	Chomowycz__Frances
	Chong__Camille
	Chong__Margaret
	Choper__Mark
	Choquehuanca__Jose
	Chorba__Louis
	Chorlton__Roberta
	Choromanski__Steven
	Chorostecki__Gene
	Chott__Austin
	Chott__John
	Chou__Ana
	Chou__Ya_Nan
	Choudhury__Kathryn
	Choupan__Jeiran
	Chourre__Martin
	Chow__Kaman
	Chow__Kevin
	Chow__Sheryl
	Chow__Yee
	Chowanes__Edward
	Chowdhry__Carol
	chowdhury__arefur
	Chowdhury__Nabi
	Chowen__Carole
	Choy__Isabella
	Choy__Mel
	Chris__Chris
	Chris_Hessenius__Sally
	chrisler__meg
	Chrisman__K_K
	Christ__Erika
	christ__Mlou
	CHRISTEN__WARREN
	Christensen__Carole
	Christensen__Chad
	Christensen__Deb
	Christensen__Doree
	Christensen__Douglas
	Christensen__Eileen
	Christensen__Eileen_30832
	christensen__freya
	Christensen__Jack
	Christensen__Kaerli
	Christensen__Kcarolina
	Christensen__Lenny
	Christensen__Margaret
	Christensen__Margaret_18093
	Christensen__Marilyn
	Christensen__Mary
	Christensen__Maureen
	Christensen__Rebecca
	Christensen__Rebecca_51595
	christensen__russ
	Christensen__Sandy
	christensen__Steen
	Christenson__Amy
	christenson__amy_54750
	Christenson__Coral
	Christenson__Coral_30792
	Christenson__James
	Christenson__Michelle
	Christenson__Nick
	Christi__Cale
	Christian__Cristiano
	Christian__David
	Christian__Gayle
	christian__jeff
	Christian__Jeremy
	Christian__Karen
	Christian__Kathryn
	Christian__Linda
	Christian__Michael
	Christian__Michael_59021
	Christian__Steven
	CHRISTIAN__STEVEN_16345
	Christian__Steven_17104
	Christiansen__Craig
	Christiansen__David
	Christiansen__David_43211
	Christiansen__Sue
	Christianson__Anthony
	Christianson__Anthony_Attachment
	Christianson__Chris
	Christianson__Jason
	Christianson__Kersten
	Christianson__Kurt
	Christianson__Patricia
	Christina__Anon
	Christina__Anon_35741
	Christine__Walden
	CHRISTISON__YVONNE
	Christman__David
	Christmann__Judy
	Christo__Jeffrey
	Christoff__Stephanie
	Christopher__Ann_Marie
	Christopher__Bruce
	Christopher__Carl
	Christopher__Joan
	Christopher__John
	Christopher__K
	Christopher__Nico
	Christopher__Sandra
	Christopher__Stephen
	Christopherson__Jean
	Christopherson__Jennifer
	Christopherson__Jennifer_Attachment
	Tongass-ActionTakers
	Tongass

	Christopherson__Martin
	Christopherson_Schorn__Tyler
	Christy__Carin
	Christy__Linda
	Chrol__Jenna
	Chryssovergis__C_
	Chryst__Joan
	chrystal__Cynthia
	Chu__Alicia
	Chu__J
	Chu__Jonathan
	Chuang__Wesley
	Chub__Sergey
	Chuback__Sarah
	Chudilowsky__Mishka
	Chudilowsky__Mishka_20524
	Chukwuogo__Nonyelu
	Chumley__Derec
	Chumley__Zachary
	Chumpia__Bamrung
	Chun__Christopher
	Chung__Andrew
	Chung__Andrew_30081
	Chung__Brenda
	Chung__Elaine
	Chung__Susan
	Chunn__Mary
	Chuparkoff__Kathy
	Chupka__Nicole
	Church__Carolyn
	Church__Cassandra
	Church__Jan
	Church__Jane
	Church__Janelle
	Church__John
	Church__Kaela
	Church__Kara
	Church__Spencer
	Church_Smith__Herbert
	Churchill__Joseph
	Churchill__Thomas
	chute__james
	Chutich__Michael
	Chuzie__William
	Chwe__Karen
	Chwojdak__Joe
	Chyba__Mike
	Chyle__Jim
	Ciancibelli__Allison
	ciancutti__Francesca
	Cianfichi__James
	Ciani__Judith
	Ciaramella__Susan
	ciaramitaro__joseph
	Ciaravino__Giuseppe
	Ciardelli__Thomas
	Ciardelli__Thomas_48233
	Ciarrocchi__Anna
	Ciarrocchi__Anna_27914
	Ciatti__Roxanne
	Ciazza__Jesse
	Cibellis__Tamara
	Cicatello__Tara
	Cicchi__Carla
	Ciccia__Durrell
	ciccimarro__chris
	Cicero__Joseph
	Cichowski__Steven
	Cichowski__Steven_48675
	Cicoletti__Clover
	Cielukowski__John
	Cielukowski__John_16248
	Ciempola__Christine
	Cieplinski__Debbie
	Cieplinski__Debbie_18535
	ciesla__christina
	Cieslak__Urszula
	Cifaldi__Christin
	Cifaldi__Margret
	Cifaldi__Margret_42911
	Cifelli__Dori
	Cigrand__Marie
	Cilfone__Mike
	Cilibrasi__Edward
	Cilione__Bruno
	Cimino__Maryrose
	Cimmino__Stephanie
	Cimo__Tina
	Cimock__Deborah
	Cimock__Deborah_32424
	Cimorelli__Joanne
	Cimorelli__Joanne_31205
	Cindiman_Pinneke__Amy
	Cini__Thomas
	Cinner__Sabine
	Cinocco__Brook
	Cinocco__Brook_Attachment
	Cinocco__Klover
	Cioccio__Ellen
	Ciosek__Timothy
	Ciotti__Joyce
	ciotti__Joyce_41901
	Ciotti__Joyce_53321
	Ciprian__Esther
	Cipriani__Christopher
	Cipriani__Michele
	Cipriano__Gina
	Cipriano__Thomas
	Cirera__Myrna
	Ciri__Sharon
	Ciske__Sandra
	Cisna__Todd
	Cisna__Todd_36271
	Cisney__Judy
	Ciszek__Charlotte
	Ciszek__Charlotte_45143
	Ciszewski__Jacob
	Cita__Bob
	Citizen__Concerned
	Citizen__Concerned_56070
	Citron__Christiane
	Citron__Christiane_40459
	Citron__David
	Citron__Jean
	Cittadino__MJ
	ciuffo__alice
	Claas__Steve
	Clabby__Margaret
	Clabby__Margaret_51696
	Clack__Katherine
	claeson__kathlien
	claesson__robert
	Claeys__Joshua
	Claeys__Joshua_44884
	Claeys__Joshua_56176
	Clair__Gabrielle
	Clair__Gabrielle_11504
	Clair__Gabrielle_14520
	Clair__Gabrielle_24580
	Clair__Gabrielle_27284
	Clair_Howard__Maria
	Clairmont__Bernard
	Clairmonte__Amanda
	Claman__Patricia
	Clancy__John
	Clancy__Mary
	Clapham__Wb
	Clapp__Don
	Clapp__Don_19431
	Clapp__Jonathan
	Clapp__Leslie
	Clapp__Michael
	Clapper__Craig
	Clapper__David
	Clapper__David_17596
	Clappison__John
	Claps__Michael
	Clare__James
	Clare__James_34386
	Clare__James_38820
	Clare__James_Attachment
	clare__kelley
	Clare__Lione
	Clare__Mamie
	Clarenbach__Jon
	Clarida__Fran
	Claridge__Shirlyn
	clark__a
	Clark__Aaron
	Clark__Alan
	Clark__Amelia
	Clark__Amelia_48986
	Clark__Anderson
	Clark__Andy
	Clark__Ben
	Clark__Ben_49142
	Clark__Ben_58100
	Clark__Betsey
	Clark__Beverly
	Clark__Beverly_11615
	Clark__Burton
	clark__c
	Clark__Carly
	Clark__Chip
	Clark__Chris
	CLARK__CHRISTOPHER
	Clark__Cody
	Clark__Connie
	Clark__Crandall
	Clark__Dean
	Clark__Diane
	Clark__Diane_57457
	Clark__Donald
	Clark__Donald_53960
	Clark__Douglas
	Clark__Ejay
	Clark__Emily
	Clark__Francois
	Clark__Geraldine
	Clark__Heidi
	Clark__Heidi_31733
	Clark__Heinke
	Clark__Irina
	Clark__J
	Clark__Jacob
	Clark__James
	Clark__James_31202
	Clark__James_38636
	Clark__James_38800
	Clark__James_48516
	Clark__James_Attachment
	Clark__James_Attachment_31250
	Clark__James_Attachment_48518
	Clark__James_Attachment_48521
	Clark__James_Attachment_48527
	Clark__James_Attachment_48528
	Clark__James_Attachment_48529
	Clark__James_Attachment_48531
	Clark__Jane
	Clark__Jared
	Clark__Jay
	Clark__Jd
	clark__Jd_59520
	Clark__Jean
	Clark__Jen
	Clark__Jerry
	Clark__John
	Clark__Joseph
	Clark__Judy
	Clark__Julie
	Clark__Karen
	Clark__Karen_23302
	Clark__Karen_36668
	Clark__Kent
	Clark__Kevin
	Clark__Koa
	Clark__Len
	Clark__Loralee
	Clark__Lynn
	Clark__Margaret
	Clark__Marilyn
	Clark__Mark
	Clark__Marlene
	Clark__Martina
	Clark__Mary
	clark__mary_27591
	Clark__Mary_59263
	Clark__Matt
	Clark__Matthew
	Clark__Maxine
	Clark__Maxine_43997
	Clark__Melanie
	Clark__Mollie
	Clark__Morgan
	Clark__Nancy
	Clark__Natalie
	Clark__Paul
	Clark__Peter
	clark__phili
	Clark__Robert
	Clark__Roy
	Clark__S_
	clark__Samuel
	Clark__Sandra
	Clark__Shannon
	Clark__Sherry
	Clark__Stephanie
	clark__stuart
	Clark__Susan
	Clark__Thomas
	Clark__Tina
	Clark__Todd
	Clark__Tomi
	Clark__Tori
	clark__valerie
	Clark__Vincent
	Clark__Warren
	Clark_McKitrick__Blythe
	clark907__Anon
	Clarke__Audrey
	Clarke__Bogdana
	Clarke__Bruce
	Clarke__Carol
	Clarke__Darrell
	Clarke__Dawn
	Clarke__Doug
	clarke__eithne
	Clarke__Eston
	Clarke__Eva
	Clarke__Eva_51808
	Clarke__Henry
	Clarke__Judith
	clarke__karl
	Clarke__Leta
	Clarke__Linda
	Clarke__Lisa
	Clarke__Margaret
	Clarke__Nathan
	Clarke__Rosalee
	Clarke__Scott
	Clarke__Seth
	Clarke__Tom
	Clarke__Tom_56789
	Clarke__Wade
	clarke__wade_53546
	Clarkson__Courtney
	Clarricoates__Sarah
	Clarricoates__Sarah_55485
	Clarridge__Mace
	Clary__Austin
	Clasemann__Joel
	Class__Robyn
	Classen__Meryl
	Classen__Stephan
	Claude__Teresa
	Claudia
	Claudio__Ray
	Claugus__Mary
	Claunch_Meyers__Jennifer
	Claunch_Meyers__Jennifer_12438
	Claus__Deanna
	Claus__Ellie
	Claus_McGahan__Elly
	Clause__Frank
	clausen__karen
	Clausen__Karen_58625
	Clausner__Ronny
	Clauss__Nora
	Clavijo__Andres
	Clawson__Richard
	Clawson__Richard_14787
	Claxton__Terry
	Clay__Brady
	Clay__Brady_50846
	Clay__Cameron
	Clay__Joy
	Clay__Joy_29303
	Clay__Kimberly
	Clay__Martha
	Clay__Matthew
	Clay__William
	Clayborne__Christine
	Clayborne__Christine_33379
	Clayman__Julie
	Clayman__Melissa
	Claypool__Margaret
	claypool__roberta
	Clayton__Daniel
	Clayton__Ronald
	Claytor__Patricia
	Clazie__Angela
	Cleary__Colleen
	cleary__jennifer
	Cleary__Karen
	Cleary__Katherine
	Cleaver__Melissa
	Cleaver__Melissa_20224
	Cleaves__Martha
	Clee__Suzanne
	Cleek__Jimi
	clegg__Bernard
	Clegg__Bernard_33907
	clegg__Bernard_52069
	Cleghorn__James
	Cleinmark__joe
	Clellan__Thomas
	Clemens__Brittany
	Clemens__Brittany_33488
	Clemens__Marion
	Clemens__Mary
	Clemens__Robert
	Clemens__Susan
	Clement__Carlyn
	Clement__Craig
	Clement__John
	Clement__Kay
	Clement__Leslie
	Clements__Ciara
	Clementson__Harriett
	Clemmey__Elizabeth
	Clemons__Parley
	Clemons__Symphonee
	clemson__scott
	Clendenen__Gail
	Clerk__City
	Clerk__City_Attachment
	Cleveland__Clare
	Cleveland__George
	Cleveland__Jerry
	Cleveland__Lea
	Cleveland__Lea_44414
	Cleveland__Maureen
	Cleven__Heidi
	Clevenger__Carrie
	Clevenger__Joey
	Cleverly__Adrienne
	clewell__gregory_a__
	Clewett__Barbara
	Clewett__Barbara_50163
	Cliburn__Andrew
	Cliff__Frederick
	Clifford__Ruth
	Clifford__Steve
	Clifford__Talson
	Clifford__William
	Clifton__Briana
	Clifton__Catherine
	Clifton__Chris
	Clifton__Chris_28333
	Clifton__Chris_29685
	Clifton__Comateta
	Clifton__Helene
	Clifton__Trina
	Clifton__Wendy
	Cline__Craig
	Cline__Jarad
	Cline__Jarad_Attachment
	Cline__Jarad_Attachment_15671
	Cline__Jarad_Attachment_15673
	Cline__Jarad_Attachment_15675
	Cline__Jarad_Attachment_15687
	Cline__Justin
	Cline__Robert
	Cline__Sandra
	Cline__Terry
	Cline__Wes
	Clines__Charles
	Clinger__Deanna
	Clingman__Leon
	Clinton__Erik
	Clinton__James
	Clinton__Jessie
	clinton__Patricia
	Cliver__Frederick
	Clodfelter__Elizabeth
	Cloeter__Rebecca
	Cloner__Matthew
	Cloonan__John
	Cloptom__Joshua
	Close__Craig
	Close__Craig_27746
	Close__Marcia
	Closson__Scott
	Cloud__Debra
	Cloud__Donna
	Cloud__Michael
	Cloud__Roy
	Cloud__Thomas
	Clough__Christian
	Clough__Cynthia
	Clough__Steve
	Clough__Steve_35722
	Clough__Steve_43982
	Clough__Steve_47987
	Cloughley__Robyn
	Clouser__Marcia
	Clouthier__Robert
	Cloutier__Ann
	Cloutier__Dennis
	Clover__Calley
	Clow__Abby
	Clow__Melissa
	Cloyes__Dustin
	clukey__charlene
	Clutter__Gary
	Clutts__Matthew
	Clyde__Mark
	Clyde__Mark_25624
	Clyde__Mark_25826
	Clyde__Mark_27869
	Clyde__Mark_57837
	Clyde__Robert
	Cnorbi__David
	cntri__gabriella
	Co__Michelle
	Coahran__Scott
	Coalgate__Jerry
	Coalter__Kevin
	Coan__Terri
	Coar__Carol
	Coar__Julie
	Coari__Christine
	Coates__Alexandra
	Coates__Arthur
	Coates__Mark
	Coates__Matthew
	Coates__Sally
	Coats__Cathryn
	Coats__Cathryn_14101
	Coats__Cathryn_15350
	Coats__Cathryn_26221
	Coats__Cathryn_27253
	Coats__Cathryn_29264
	Coats__Peter
	Cobb__Bill
	Cobb__Calvin
	Cobb__Cathy
	Cobb__Dianne
	Cobb__Margaret
	Cobb__Marsha
	Cobb__Sandra
	Cobban__Ann
	Cobble__Jennifer
	Cobbold__Diana
	Coberly__Mary
	Cobert__Michelle
	Coble__Deborah
	Coble__Kristin
	COBLENTZ__BRETT
	Coblentz__Rod
	Cobrand__Phillip
	Coburn__Joyce
	Coburn__Shane
	Coburn__Shane_56340
	Cocci__Roberto
	Coccia__Raymond
	Cochilla__Brian
	Cochon__Grace
	Cochon__Grace_Attachment
	Cochon__Grace_Attachment_32913
	Cochran__Andrea
	Cochran__Andrea_29341
	Cochran__Casey
	Cochran__Cindy
	Cochran__Dean
	Cochran__Deirdre
	cochran__eric
	Cochran__Holly
	Cochran__Michael
	Cochran__Sarah
	Cochran__Todd
	Cochrane__Barbara
	Cochrane__Dun
	Cochrane__Kathryn
	Cochrane__Kevin
	Cocks__Renee
	Cocks__Renee_38856
	Coco__Aleta
	Coco__Erica
	Coco__Joellen
	Cocquyt__David
	Codd__Mitchell
	Codding__Donald
	Codding__Donald_55372
	Cody__Anon
	Cody__John
	Cody__Joy
	Cody__Mary
	Coe__Casey
	Coe__Leslie
	Coe__Michael
	Coelho__Rui
	Coelno__Erin
	Coen__Susan
	Coenraad__Marnita
	Coerver__Scott
	Coerver__Sean
	Coetzee__H_
	Cofer__Randy
	Cofer__Rosalba
	Coffee__Toni
	Coffey__Andrea
	Coffey__Andrea_50581
	Coffey__Cait
	Coffey__Chelsie
	Coffey__Erin
	Coffey__James
	Coffey__Josephine
	Coffey__Lynette
	Coffey__Seth
	Coffey_edelman__Lynn
	Coffi__Susan
	Coffin__Christine
	Coffin__David
	Coffin__David_47760
	Coffman__Andrew
	Coffman__Caitlin
	Coffman__Emily
	Coffman__Glenda
	coffman__kathleen
	Cofresi__Shirley
	Cogan__Joshua
	Cogdill__Theresa
	Coghill__Katharine
	Cogswell__Jack
	Cogswell__Jack_44809
	Cohan__Kathie
	Cohee__Sydney
	Cohen__Alexander
	Cohen__Alicia
	Cohen__Ann
	Cohen__Aubrey
	Cohen__Brian
	Cohen__Bruce
	Cohen__Bruce_44466
	Cohen__C_
	Cohen__Carly
	Cohen__Charles
	Cohen__Claire
	Cohen__Claire_42945
	Cohen__Dan
	Cohen__Elihu
	Cohen__Elihu_47148
	Cohen__Fiona
	Cohen__Gail
	Cohen__George
	Cohen__George_53700
	Cohen__Harriet
	Cohen__Holly
	Cohen__Howard
	Cohen__Howard_25233
	Cohen__Howard_30995
	Cohen__Jeffrey
	Cohen__Jerry
	Cohen__Joann
	cohen__judith
	Cohen__Judy
	Cohen__Judy_56345
	Cohen__Justin
	Cohen__Karin
	Cohen__Ken
	Cohen__Linda
	Cohen__Marilyn
	Cohen__Marilyn_33377
	Cohen__Marilyn_51730
	Cohen__Mark
	Cohen__Mark_26391
	COHEN__MARV
	Cohen__Michele
	Cohen__Michelle
	Cohen__Mitch
	Cohen__Nancy
	cohen__neil
	Cohen__Peter
	Cohen__Rajal
	Cohen__Raymond
	COHEN__ROBERT
	Cohen__Robert_38038
	cohen__robin
	Cohen__Rochelle
	Cohen__Samantha
	Cohen__Stuart
	Cohen__Susan
	Cohen__Suzanne
	Cohen__Sydney
	Cohen__Tova
	Cohen__Tova_1266
	cohen__Tova_19621
	Cohen__Tova_41677
	Cohen__Wayne
	Cohen_Glinick__Gabriel
	Cohick__Melanie
	Cohick__Melanie_44843
	Cohig__Susan
	Cohler__Ellen
	Cohler__Ellen_59145
	Cohn__Amber
	Cohn__Carol
	Cohn__Ken
	Cohn__Marcus
	Cohn__Mendie
	cohn__Robert
	Cohrs__Ursula
	Cohrs__Ursula_22028
	Cohu__Suzanne
	cojocaru__daniela
	Cokeley__Tom
	coker__Glenda
	Coker__Pamela
	Coker__Robert
	Coker__Teri
	Coker__Thomas
	Colacino__Rosemarie
	Colafranceschi__Tina
	Colangeli__Anthony
	Colao__Natalie
	Colao__Natalie_26492
	Colao__Natalie_27513
	Colao__Natalie_29722
	Colao__Natalie_56911
	Colarelli__Dennis
	Colarulli__John
	Colavito__Dave
	Colberg__Edwin
	Colberg__Lesley
	Colbourn__Karen
	Colburn__Jacqueline
	Colburn__Joan
	Colburn__Matt
	colburn__patricia
	Colburn__Patricia_36353
	Colburn__Phillip
	Colby__Hillary
	colclasure__ddouglas
	Colclasure__Doug
	Colclasure__Doug_58447
	Colclasure__K_Brian
	Coldwell__Sherilyn
	Cole__Angela
	Cole__Bobby
	Cole__Bruce
	Cole__Catherine
	Cole__Chris
	cole__Daniel
	Cole__Daniel_9984
	Cole__Daniel_35281
	cole__Diana
	Cole__Diane
	Cole__Dori
	Cole__Dori_37197
	Cole__Douglas
	Cole__Eddie
	cole__emily
	Cole__Howard
	Cole__Janelle
	Cole__Jennifer
	Cole__Jennifer_12727
	Cole__Jennifer_45970
	Cole__Joan
	Cole__Joan_22205
	Cole__John
	Cole__John_53137
	Cole__Lincoln
	Cole__Mark
	Cole__Max
	Cole__Michael
	Cole__Michael_55299
	Cole__Michael_59594
	Cole__Nancy
	Cole__Nancy_41974
	Cole__Rachel
	Cole__Rachel_22443
	Cole__Ricki
	Cole__Stacie
	Cole__Stephen
	Cole__Tracy
	Cole__Zachary
	Cole_Embree__Carlene
	cole_kelly__kathy
	Colella__Frank
	Coleman__Bernard
	Coleman__Christina
	Coleman__Connie
	Coleman__Darren
	Coleman__Darren_23341
	Coleman__Ellis
	Coleman__Hanna
	Coleman__Henry
	Coleman__John
	Coleman__Kay
	Coleman__Kelsey
	Coleman__Kelsey_59035
	Coleman__Linda
	Coleman__Lisa
	Coleman__Lissa
	Coleman__Malissa
	Coleman__Matthew
	Coleman__Michaela
	coleman__monika
	Coleman__Patricia
	Coleman__Tyler
	Coleman__Wendell
	Coleman_Slack__Kelley
	Colen__Shellee
	Colenso__Val
	Coles__Herbert
	Coles__Lynne
	Coley__Ethan
	Colfer__A__Michael
	colfer__D
	Colgan_Davis__John
	Colgrove__Denise
	Colgrove__Joan
	Coli__Joseph
	Colia__Clifton
	Colia__Clifton_59173
	Colina_Lee__Lori
	Coll__Karen
	Collar__Michelle
	Collay__Daniel
	Collecchia__Geri
	Collett__Derek
	Collette__Anja
	Colletti__Kathy
	Colley__Belinda
	Colley__Belinda_18312
	Colliander__Kelsey
	Collicott__Susan
	Collier__Angel
	Collier__Barbara
	Collier__Carol
	Collier__Don
	Collier__John
	Collier__Kjirsten
	Collier__Ralph
	Colligan__A
	Colligan__Pamela
	Collignon__Mike
	Collin__Nate
	Colling__Luke
	Collingwood__Theresa
	collins__Amanda
	Collins__Ann
	Collins__Audrey
	Collins__Barbara
	Collins__Belinda
	Collins__Benton
	Collins__Brett
	Collins__Brina
	Collins__C
	Collins__C_46127
	COLLINS__CAROL
	COLLINS__CAROL_55894
	Collins__Christopher
	Collins__Colleen
	collins__CYNTHIA
	Collins__David
	Collins__Denise
	Collins__Donald
	collins__donald_48115
	Collins__Dr__Robert___Mrs__Linda
	Collins__Eric
	Collins__Francis
	COLLINS__GORDON
	COLLINS__GORDON_45603
	Collins__illegible
	Collins__James
	Collins__Janell
	Collins__Jared
	Collins__John
	Collins__Joseph
	Collins__Karen
	Collins__Kyle
	Collins__Kyle_28088
	Collins__Kyle_40678
	Collins__Kyrie
	Collins__Laura
	Collins__Linda
	Collins__Maggie
	Collins__Marcia
	Collins__Michelle
	Collins__Patricia
	Collins__Peggy
	Collins__Randall
	Collins__Stephanie
	Collins__Steven
	Collins__Teresa
	Collins__Thomas
	Collodel__Deborah
	Collyard__Cynthia
	Colmenares__Clemencia
	Colnaghi__George
	Colodny__Penelope
	Colombano__Alan
	Colombano__Alan_46076
	Colombo__Gian
	Colon__Brooke
	Colon__Lori
	Colon__Lori_34242
	Colony__Joyce
	Colony__Pamela
	Colony__Stephanie
	Colorado__Hon_
	Colorado__Hon__13553
	Colorado__Hon__34554
	Colosetti__Sharman
	Colossi__Thomas
	Colotti__Deborah
	Colours__Rebekah
	Colours__Rebekah_35358
	Colson__Lynn
	Colston__Jonathon
	Colston__Laura
	Colston__Laura_13959
	Colston__Shelly
	Colt__Dylan
	Colt__Dylan_49926
	Colten__Lora
	Colton__Britt
	Colton__Cammy
	Colton__Jeff
	Colton__Joseph
	Colton__Kathy
	Colton__Kathy_37813
	colucci__sue
	Columbo_Meardon__Eleanor
	Colunga__Brian
	Colunga__Lanny
	Colvard__Sandra
	Colville__Tyler
	Colvin__Connie
	Colvin__Marie
	Colvin__Rev_
	Colwill__Kathleen
	Colyar__Sharon
	Colyer__Jacqueline
	Colyer__Joni
	Coman__Barbara
	Combes__Dale
	Combes__Joan
	Combs__Carol
	Combs__Debi
	Combs__Debra
	Combs__Debra_57748
	Combs__Mary
	Comeau__James
	Comeau__Jennifer
	Comeau__John
	Comeaux__Phyllis
	Comella__Dr
	Comella__John
	Comella__John_43094
	Comer__Aaron
	Comer__Gary
	Comer__Kellie
	Comer__Madison
	Comerford__Martin
	Comiskey__Jane
	Comiskey__Thomas
	Commer__Jacob
	Commer__Jacob_59389
	Commisso__Sabrina
	Como__Elizabeth
	Comolli__Paul
	Comolli__Paul_30189
	Comolli__Paul_31158
	Comolli__Paul_33211
	Comolli__Paul_46220
	Comolli__Paul_47801
	Comolli__Paul_49504
	comperchio__annie
	Compton__Carla
	Compton__Carla_28512
	Compton__Carla_44041
	COMRACK__JANINE
	Comstock__Bill
	comstock__stan
	Comunetti__Francois
	Comunetti__Francois_37698
	CONANT__BRUCE
	Conant__Veronika
	Conard__Linc
	Conard__Mike
	Conard__Mike_44379
	Conaway__Curtis
	Conaway__Lisa
	Conaway__Tara
	Concus__Paul
	Concus__Paul_47279
	Conde__Heidi
	Condell__Freya
	Conder__Christopher
	Condit__James
	Condon__Dakota
	Condou__Jamin
	Conerton__Beverly
	Conerton__Maureen
	Confectioner__Vira
	Confer__John
	Congdon__Dolores
	Congdon__Laura
	Conger__Gary
	Conger__Michael
	Conger__Michael_44946
	Conger__Michael_49173
	conger__Nancy
	Conger__Regina
	Conger__William
	Coniglio__B
	Coniglio__Derek
	Conitz__Jan
	Conkey__Laura
	Conklin__I
	conklin__sue
	Conklin__William
	Conklin__William_40761
	Conklin__William_49745
	Conlan__Mike
	Conley__Christine
	conley__Jan
	Conley__Laura
	Conley__Lori
	Conley__Michele
	Conley__Mike
	Conlon__Douglas
	Conlon__Martha
	Conn__Marcia
	Conn__Patrick
	Connacher__Mary
	Connell__Bret
	Connell__Bret_30757
	Connell__Bryan
	Connelly__Lillian
	Connelly__Mark
	Connelly__Mark_23966
	Connelly__Patrice
	Connelly__Richard
	Connelly__Ross
	Connelly__Stephen
	Connelly__Walter
	Conner__Charles
	Conner__Iona
	Conner__John
	Conner__Jordan
	Conner__Joseph
	Conner__Kristen
	Conner__Kristen_54952
	Conner__Roy
	Conner__Roy_57296
	Conner__Sarah
	Conner__Tiffany
	Connett__Ellen
	Connolly__James
	Connolly__Joan
	Connolly__Mary
	Connolly__Nathaniel
	Connolly__Tanner
	Connor__Anastasia
	Connor__Arthur
	Connor__Bill
	Connor__Cynthia
	Connor__Roz
	Connor__Valerie
	Connor__Valerie_27221
	Connors__Barry
	Connors__Cindy
	Connors__Dave
	Connors__James
	Connors__Owen
	Connors__Patricia
	Connors__Peggy
	Conohan__Taumi
	Conoscenti__Paula
	Conover__Alexis
	Conover__Cecelia
	Conover__Donna
	Conoway__Patricia
	Conrad__Kathryn
	Conrad__Lori
	Conrad__Lori_25476
	Conrad__Lori_30048
	Conrad__Lori_56336
	Conrad__Marc
	Conrad__Marilyn
	Conrad__Marilyn_30444
	Conrad__Marilyn_38998
	Conrad__Martha
	Conrad__Norm
	Conrad__Sandra
	Conrady__Donna
	Conrady__Donna_58303
	Conrich__Bob
	Conroy__Faith
	Conroy__Karen
	conroy__kathleen
	conroy__linda
	conroy__peggy
	Conroy__Sheila
	Conroy__Thomas
	Conroy__Thomas_23360
	Conroy_Sr__Paul_J
	Considine__Allison
	Consolantis__Carol
	constan__victoria
	Constant__Caroline
	Constantine__Desirae
	CONSTANTINO_MARTIN__Patti
	Constenius__Lucas
	Consul__Ruth
	Contact__Marianna
	Contarino__Catherine
	Conti__Christopher
	Conti__Jacqui
	Conti__Lisa
	Conti__Michael
	Contreras__Claire
	Contreras__Cristian
	Contreras__Ellen
	Contreras__Gigi
	Contreras__Nicholas
	contreras__Ralph
	CONTRERAS__SUE
	Contryman__Bruce
	Convertino__Shirley
	Conway__Arthur
	Conway__Arthur_48560
	Conway__Carolyn
	Conway__Joan
	conway__john
	Conway__Kaithlyn
	Conway__Maurene
	Conway__Trisha_Lynn
	Conway__Trisha_Lynn_44533
	Conwell__Brian
	Conwell__Brian_43843
	Conwell__Douglas
	Coogan__Joyce
	Coogan__Mary
	Coogan__Peg
	Coogan__Wayne
	Coogan__Wayne_52249
	Cook__Alena
	Cook__Anice
	Cook__Anita
	cook__bonnie
	Cook__Carol
	Cook__Carol_21837
	Cook__Charlie
	Cook__Cheryl
	Cook__Cheryl_36765
	Cook__Chris
	Cook__Christeen
	Cook__Clinton
	Cook__Clinton_Attachment
	Cook__Daniel
	Cook__David
	Cook__Debra
	Cook__Elaine
	Cook__George
	Cook__Gerald
	Cook__Gordon
	Cook__Gregory
	Cook__Holli
	Cook__James
	Cook__James_12561
	Cook__James_38976
	Cook__James_44342
	Cook__Jerod
	Cook__John
	Cook__K
	Cook__Kathleen
	cook__kay
	Cook__Margaret
	Cook__Martha
	Cook__Michael
	Cook__Nancy
	Cook__Norman
	Cook__Patricia
	Cook__Paul
	Cook__Richard
	Cook__Richard_31423
	Cook__Ryan
	cook__s
	Cook__Samantha
	cook__sandria
	Cook__Stephanie
	Cook__Steven
	Cook__Susan
	COOK__Suzanne
	COOK__TERENCE
	Cook__Terry
	Cook__Tina
	Cooke__Darren
	Cooke__Laurine
	Cooke__Richard
	Cooke__Robert
	Cookingham__Deb
	Cooksey__Martha
	Cooksey__Martha_44632
	Cooksey__Martha_49025
	Cookston__Raymond
	Cookston__Raymond_31716
	Cool__John
	Cooley__Casey
	Cooley__Marian
	Cooley__Myles
	Cooley__Richard
	Cools__Janet
	Cooluris__Helen
	Coomber__Annette
	Coomer__Steven
	Coon__Darla
	Coon__Jules
	Coon__Nathaniel
	Coon__Rachael
	Coon__Robert
	Coonen__Nicole
	Cooney__Donald
	Cooney__Jack
	cooney__margaret
	Cooney__Marie
	Cooney__Robert
	Cooney__Thomas
	Coonrod__Carol
	Coonrod__Linda
	Coons__Travis
	Coontz__Sharron
	Cooper__Alex
	Cooper__Alex_31346
	Cooper__Alice
	Cooper__Beth
	Cooper__Beth_49680
	Cooper__Bettie
	Cooper__Bonnie
	cooper__bonnie_58227
	Cooper__Brandon
	Cooper__Bridget
	Cooper__Caron
	cooper__Cynthia
	Cooper__David
	Cooper__Debora
	Cooper__Denise
	Cooper__Edie
	Cooper__Enji
	Cooper__Fred
	Cooper__Gail
	Cooper__George
	Cooper__Heather
	Cooper__James
	Cooper__Jim
	Cooper__Joelle
	Cooper__John
	Cooper__Joseph
	Cooper__Judith
	Cooper__Leanne
	Cooper__Lee
	Cooper__Lisa
	Cooper__Margo
	Cooper__Mary
	Cooper__Mary_19962
	Cooper__Patricia
	Cooper__Paul
	Cooper__Pt
	Cooper__Ray
	Cooper__Salome
	Cooper__Sherry
	Cooper__Stacey
	cooper__susa
	cooper__Susan
	Cooper__Susan_21434
	Cooper__Tory
	Cooper__Victoria
	Cooper_Ott__Lori
	Cooper_Ott__Lori_47121
	Cooperan__Sima
	Cooperman__Jacqueline
	Cooperman__Sima
	Cooperman__Sima_39075
	Cooperstock__Adam
	Cooperstock__Adam_36248
	Coopmans__Yvonne
	Coose__Dick
	Coose__Dick_Attachment
	Coover__Robert
	Cope__Hazel
	Cope__Mary
	Cope__Sandra
	Cope__Sandra_55096
	Copeland__Aaron
	Copeland__Brian
	Copeland__Damon
	Copeland__Dana
	Copeland__Jeanette
	Copeland__Malena
	copeland__marie
	Copeland__Naomi
	Copeland__Willie
	Copeland__Willie_43826
	Copella__Douglas
	Copello__Janell
	Coperend__Jeaneth
	Copper__David
	Coppersmith__Terri
	Coppes__Pat
	coppola__Dawn
	Coppotelli__Fred
	Coppotelli__Heide
	coradi__richard
	coradi__richard_39128
	coradi__richard_59207
	Coral__Joshua
	Coram__Sage
	Coram__Soule
	Corbet__A
	Corbet__Abigail
	Corbett__Alan
	Corbett__Alec
	Corbett__Patty
	Corbett__Randy
	Corbett__Shane
	Corbin__Denny
	Corbin__Donna
	Corbin__Kathy
	Corbin__Linda
	Corbin__Marion
	Corbit__Rebecca
	Corbit__Rebecca_50381
	Corboy__Rich
	Corbus__William
	Corby__Jackie
	Corcoran__Hannah
	Corcoran__JC
	Corcoran__Kevin
	corcoran__matthew
	Corcoran__Patrick
	Corda__John
	Cordasco__Gaetana
	Cordero__Amy
	Cordero__David
	Cordero__David_19783
	Cordes__Suzanne
	Cordingley__Robert
	Cordoni__Rena
	Cordoni__Rena_49621
	Cordonnier__Justin
	Cordova__Linda
	Cordova__Linda_48254
	Cordova__Rose
	Cordova__Sharon
	Cordray__Nancy
	Cordy__Benjamin
	Cordy__Melissa
	Coreau__Lea
	Corey__Bonnie
	Corgain__Anna
	Cori__Jasmin
	Cori_Jones__Elizabeth
	coria__Mark
	Coriell__Rita
	Coringrato__Janet
	Corkett__Ann_Marie
	Corkran__Carol
	Corle__Abby
	Corlett__Carlette
	Corlett__William
	Corley__Alicia
	Corley__Linda
	Corley__Rachel
	Cormack__Chereale
	Cormack__Kimberly
	Cormia__Morgan
	Cormia__Nancy
	Cormier__Noelle
	Corn__Nelta
	Corn__William
	Corn__William_56272
	Cornejo__Liz
	Cornelia__Jared
	Cornelison__Aidan
	Cornelius__Michele
	Cornelius__Sharon
	Cornelius__Van
	Corneliusen__Ellen
	Corneliusen__Ellen_29312
	Cornell__Catherine
	Cornell__Catherine_43810
	Cornell__David
	cornell__denice
	Cornell__Doretta
	Cornell__Mary
	cornell__mathew
	Cornell__Matt
	Cornellio__Cathe
	Cornely__Kathy
	corner__susan
	Cornett__Alyza
	Cornett__Christy
	Cornett__Cynthia
	Corney__Richard
	Cornez__Sandi
	Corniea__Anne
	Cornish__John
	Corns__Barbara
	Cornwall__Tonya
	Cornwell__Ed
	Cornwell__Patricia
	corona__Anthony
	Corona__Cecile
	Corona__Laura
	Corona__Norma
	Corona__Susannah
	Coroneos__Athena
	Corporation__Skagway
	Corporation__Skagway_Attachment
	Corporation__Skagway_Attachment_21348
	Corr__David
	Corr__Kathleen
	Corr__William
	corrado__Friend
	correa__Hana
	correia__abigail
	Correia__Carmen
	Correia__Gilbert
	Correll__Carolyn
	Correll__Dorothy
	Correll__Nancy
	Corrie__Brian
	Corrie__Brian_39845
	Corrigan__Ellen
	Corrigan__Helen
	Corrigan__James
	Corrigan__Jennifer
	Corrigan__Theresa
	Corrigan__Theresa_27012
	Corrigan__Theresa_31080
	Corrigan__Theresa_35108
	Corris__Joshua
	Corry__Ronit
	Corry__Ronit_49832
	corsaut__scott
	Corsaut_Brosz__Susan
	Corsetti__Gregg
	CORSIGLIA__JILL
	Corsini__Dominic
	Corso__Deb
	Corso__John
	Corson__Craig
	cortazzo__Janis
	Cortelyou__Chris
	Cortimilia__Uta
	Corum__Caroline
	Corum__Caroline_44375
	corum__de
	Corum__Richard
	Corvez__Gwenna
	Corvino__Frank
	Corwin__Catherine
	Cory__Kyle
	Corza__Gabriel
	Cosby__David
	Cosenitno__Deborah
	Cosgriff__Mark
	Cosgro__Ryan
	Cosgro__Ryen
	Cosgrove__Donna
	Costa__Dominic
	Costa__Lynn
	Costa__Lynn_36901
	Costa__Lynn_55639
	Costa__Mardene
	Costa__Mike
	Costa__Peyton
	Costa__Rose
	Costa__Sandra
	Costamagna__Marilyn
	Costantini__Susan
	Costantino__Binnie
	Costanzo__John
	Costas__Deborah
	Costea__Meagan
	Costello__Beverley
	Costello__John
	Costello__Kelly
	Costello__Kevin
	Costello__Leo
	Costello__Leo_30977
	Costello__William
	Costello__William_40626
	Costelloe__Charley_Anne
	Costigan__Andrew
	Costigan__Cheryl
	Costoff__Sue
	Costolo__Elaine
	Costolo__Elaine_36409
	Coston__Charles
	Cota__Nancy
	Cotchen__Adam
	Cotchen__Adam_43936
	Cotchen__Adam_48566
	cote__diane
	COTE__DON
	Cote__Edward
	Cote__Katherine
	Cote__Lisa
	Cote__Michael
	Cote__Tim
	Cote__Tim_14784
	Cothalis__Elena
	Coti__Nick
	Cotler__Christine
	Cotoia__Matthew
	Cotten__James
	cotter__joyce
	Cotter__Nancy
	Cotterall__Kate
	Cotterell__Karen
	Cotterell__Karen_46200
	COTTERMAN__JEFF
	CotterMsLu
	Cottingham__Deborah
	Cottingham__John
	Cottle__Mary
	Cottle__Mary_50452
	Cotton__Connie
	Cotton__Connie_36023
	Cotton__David
	Cotton__Gary
	Cotton__James
	Cotton__Sharon
	Cottrell__Mike
	Cottrell__theresa
	Cottrill__Angela
	Cotts__Laura
	Couch__Georgia
	Couch__Sandra
	Couch__Sandra_13958
	Couch__Sandra_45415
	Coughlin__Jordan
	Coughlin__Matthew
	Coughlin__Rev_
	Coughlin__Sean
	Coulombe__Nancy
	coulson__Barbara
	Coulson__David
	Coulson__Elyse
	Coulter__Dennis
	Coulter__Huxley
	Council__Michel
	Council__Rita
	council__thyme
	Counterman__Jesse
	Countryman__Timothy
	Countryman_Mills__Gayle
	Coupe__Margaret
	Cournoyer__Susan
	Coursey__Cheri
	court__jf
	Courtain__Cassie
	Courtain__Cassie_11959
	Courtain__Cassie_24990
	Courtain__Cassie_29157
	Courtain__Cassie_56923
	Courtain__Cassie_57895
	Courtemanche__Lee
	Courtice__Daniel
	Courtis__Dorothy
	Courtney__Brenda
	Courtney__Dan
	Courtney__Davis
	courtney__delton
	courtney__delton_31038
	Courtney__Hilloah
	Courtright__Stephen
	Courtright__Stephen_8985
	Courtright__Stephen_9048
	Courtright__Stephen_10951
	Courtright__Stephen_11964
	Courtright__Stephen_12039
	Courtright__Stephen_12399
	Courtright__Stephen_13190
	Courtright__Stephen_24115
	Courtright__Stephen_24909
	Courtright__Stephen_25743
	Courtright__Stephen_26411
	Courtright__Stephen_27828
	Courtright__Stephen_29723
	Courtright__Stephen_56450
	Courts__Ian
	Courts__John
	Courtwright__Lyric
	Courtwright__Lyric_27703
	Courtwright__Lyric_29190
	Couse__Lindsay
	Cousineau__Denise
	Coutinho__Gregory
	Couture__Matthew
	couture__michael
	Couture__Scott
	Covan__Burl
	Covan__Burl_42804
	Covelli__Barbara
	Covello__Lena
	Covello__Sue
	Covert__Christine
	Covey__Carroll
	Covey__John
	Covey__Tim
	Coviello__Deborah
	Covill__Wayne
	Covington__Diana
	Covington__Lainie
	Covitz__Jeffrey
	Cowan__Christina
	Cowan__Christina_57787
	Cowan__Diana
	Cowan__Donald
	Cowan__Emery
	Cowan__Keith
	Cowan__Margaret
	Cowan__Robert
	Cowan__Scott
	Cowan__Scott_36504
	Coward__Rende
	Cowden__Anne
	Cowden__Sheila
	Cowdrey__Jeff
	Cowee__Scott
	Cowen__Anna
	Cowen__Anna_51995
	Cowen__Rachel
	Cowger__Nancy
	Cowgill__Katie
	Cowgill__Matt
	Cowitz__Jennifer
	Cowles__Clayton
	Cowley__Don
	Cowling__Cathy
	cowman__john
	cowman__john_59201
	Cowperthwaite__Tanya
	Cox__Alyssa
	Cox__Andrew
	Cox__Andrew_30073
	Cox__Andrew_39189
	Cox__Anne
	Cox__Brad
	Cox__Bradley
	Cox__Brian
	Cox__Brianna
	Cox__Chris
	Cox__Chris_50809
	Cox__Daniel
	Cox__Donald
	Cox__Gary
	Cox__Helen
	Cox__Ian
	Cox__Jacob
	Cox__James
	Cox__Janet
	Cox__Jeniffer
	Cox__Joe
	Cox__Joe_6358
	Cox__Joe_32896
	Cox__John
	Cox__Joseph
	Cox__Lanie
	Cox__Laura
	Cox__Linda
	Cox__Linda_34587
	Cox__Lora
	Cox__Lorena
	Cox__Michael
	Cox__Midi
	Cox__Philip
	Cox__Rachel
	Cox__Rita
	Cox__Robbie
	Cox__Ronald
	Cox__Sharon
	Cox__Susan
	Cox__Susan_31131
	Cox__Thomas
	Cox__Tyler
	Cox_M_D___William
	Coy__John
	Coy__John_43702
	Coyle__Mary
	Coyle__Nora
	coyle__nora_58544
	Coyle__Richard
	Coyle__Thomas
	Coyne__James
	Coyne__Mary
	Coyne__Maureen
	Coyne__Patricia
	Coyner__Ryan
	coz__ann
	coz__marie
	cozza__laurrie
	Crabill__Phillip
	Crabill__Phillip_20047
	Crabill__Phillip_34092
	Crabtree__Addie
	Crabtree__Larry
	Crabtree__Larry_33341
	Cracchiolo__Clara
	Craciun__George
	Craciun__George_15045
	Craciun__George_16195
	Craciun__George_31823
	Craddock__RB
	Craft__Robin
	Craft__Robin_26661
	Craft__Robin_55588
	Craig__Ann
	Craig__Ann_37731
	Craig__Anne
	Craig__Anne_54499
	Craig__Annette
	Craig__Bonnie
	Craig__Carol
	Craig__Cathy
	Craig__Dana
	Craig__Dorothy
	Craig__Drew
	craig__Emmeline
	Craig__Janet_Laurie_Ferguson
	Craig__Jeremiah
	Craig__Jeremiah_8989
	Craig__Jeremiah_9612
	Craig__Jeremiah_11115
	Craig__Jeremiah_13567
	Craig__Jeremiah_15038
	Craig__Jeremiah_24560
	Craig__Jeremiah_24584
	Craig__Jeremiah_25756
	Craig__Jeremiah_26029
	Craig__Jonathan
	Craig__Josh
	Craig__Rebecca
	Craig__Violet
	craigen__June
	Craighead__Lance
	Crail__Danielle
	Crain__Bradford
	Crain__Bradford_43633
	Cralll__Deborah
	Cramer__Kevin
	Cramer__Linda
	Cramer__Liz
	Cramer__Marilyn
	Cramer__Marta
	Cramer__Marta_4400
	Cramer__Pamela
	Cramer__Peter
	Cramer__Phyllis
	Cramer__Rhonda
	Cramer__William
	Cramton__Debbie
	Crandall__AnaLisa
	Crandall__Karen
	Crandall__Pete
	Crane__Donna
	Crane__Emma
	Crane__Emma_43249
	Crane__Emma_46710
	Crane__Manley
	Crane__Marcella
	Crane__Margaret
	Crane__Nancy
	Crane__Stephen
	Crane__Susan
	Crane__Taylie
	Crane__Tom
	CRANE__WILLIAM
	Craner__Todd
	Craney__Dustin
	Crank__Hugh
	Cranmer__Julia
	Crannell__Raymond
	Crannigan__Zech
	Cranor__John
	Crapella__Jai
	Crary__Joe
	Crase__Sandra
	Crashcup__C
	Crater__Sharon
	Crater__Sharon_31290
	Cratty__Bruce
	Craven__Rose
	Craw__Adam
	Craw__David
	Crawford__Alan
	Crawford__Alan_59540
	crawford__ann
	Crawford__Austin
	Crawford__Becky
	Crawford__Benjamin
	Crawford__Beverly
	Crawford__Carol
	Crawford__Catherine
	crawford__dean
	Crawford__Edward
	Crawford__Fred
	Crawford__Holly
	Crawford__John
	Crawford__Julie
	Crawford__Karen
	Crawford__Katherine
	Crawford__Kim
	Crawford__Martha
	Crawford__Morgan
	crawford__phyllis
	crawford__phyllis_29316
	crawford__randy
	Crawford__Rick
	Crawford__Rick_44971
	Crawford__Scott
	Crawford__Sheila
	Crawford__Tim
	Crawford__Tracy
	Crawford__Victoria
	crawford__will
	Crawshaw__allan
	Craychee__Patricia
	Craychee__Patricia_30694
	Crays__Chaz
	Creager__M
	Creamer__William
	Crean__Peter
	Creed__Dawn
	Creed__Deirdre
	Creel__Georgia
	Creelman__Aimee
	Creger__John
	Creglow__Chris
	Creighton__Dawn
	Creighton__Lynn
	Creighton__Mark
	Cremata__Andrew
	CREMER__CHARLIE
	Cremin__Bernie
	Cremin__Gayla
	Cremo__Paul
	Crenna__Caroline
	crenshaw__robert
	Crenshaw__Shirley
	Crenshaw__Shirley_58526
	Crescimanno__Stephen
	Crescione__Hope
	Crescione__Linda
	crescione__linda_9765
	Crespo__Kathleen
	Crespo__Stephanie
	Cressman__David
	Creswell__Geoff
	Creswell__Richard
	Crews__Ann
	Crews__David
	Crews__Michael
	Cribbins__Judy
	Cribbins__Judy_17929
	Cribbins__Judy_29350
	Cribbs__Jacob
	Cribley__Diane
	Crichton__Jan
	Crick__Steven
	Crick__Steven_29319
	Crider__Donna
	Crighton__Jason
	Crim__Edwin
	Crim__Luce
	Crim__Noel
	Crimes__Ernest
	Crimes__Ernest_46118
	Crimins__Kathy
	Crimmin__Steve
	Crimmins__Margaret
	Crimmins__Mary
	Cripe__Scott_A
	Crisco__Judy
	Crisman__Kevin
	Crisman__Kevin_31212
	Crispi__Diana
	Crist__Dawn
	Crist__Dawn_16056
	Crist__William
	Crist__William_14217
	Cristaldi__Aaron
	Cristea__Ryan
	Cristy__Raphael
	Criswell__Russ
	Critchlow__Lisa
	Critelli__Matt
	Crittenden__Jim
	Croak__Patricia
	Croasdale__Kathlene
	Croci__Robin
	Crock__Steve
	Crockenberg__Erick
	Crocker__Keith
	Crocker__Sharon
	Crockett__Allison
	Crockett__Carol
	Crockett__Catharine
	Crockett__Deantha
	Crockett__Deantha_Attachment
	Crockett__Deantha_Attachment_48796
	Crockett__Gregory
	Crockett__Howe
	Crockett__Howe_44369
	Crockett__Jeremy
	Crockett__Laurel
	Crockett__Scott
	Croft__Dianne
	Crofts__Antony
	Crofts__Antony_30781
	Croissant__Theron
	Crole__Calvin
	Crombie__John
	Crombie__John_38300
	Crombie__John_59356
	Cromeans__Theresa
	Cromwell__Lawrence
	Cromwell__Lawrence_53682
	cromwell__ruth
	Cronas__Peter
	Crondahl__Judy
	Crone__Bob
	Crone__Bob_21736
	Crone__Hannah
	Croner__Margaret
	Cronin__Andy
	cronin__elizabeth
	Cronin__John
	Cronk__Ene
	CRONK__JAMES
	Cronk__Nanette
	Cronkrite__Kristy
	Cronquist__Russell
	Crook__Alexander
	Crook__Colin
	Crook__Martha
	Crook__Sydney
	Crooks__Courtney
	Crooks__Harold
	Crooms__Sandy
	Crooms__Sandy_20562
	Cropley__Chris
	Crosby__Christina
	Crosby__Daniel
	Crosby__Daniel_42298
	Crosby__Daniel_47490
	Crosby__Daniel_48082
	Crosby__Jennifer
	Crosby__Julie
	Crosby__Mike
	Crosby__Stacy
	Crosby__Ted
	Crosier__John
	Cross__Andrea
	Cross__Christen
	Cross__Christen_47267
	Cross__Dave
	Cross__Heather
	Cross__Jennifer
	cross__john
	Cross__Kathleen
	Cross__Kathryn
	Cross__Mary
	Cross__Russ
	Cross__Sonia
	Cross__Todd
	Cross__Todd_22792
	Cross__Victoria
	Cross__Warren
	Crossan__Cathleen
	Crossen__Sue
	Crossley__Jean
	Crossley__Jeff
	Crossman__Jared
	Crosson__Michael
	Crosta__Dina
	Crothers__Thomas
	Crothers_Marley__Shirley
	Crotteau__Brian
	Crotty__Kathryn
	Crotty__Maggi
	Crouch__Brian
	Crouch__Eric
	Crouch__Michael
	Crouch__Phoebe
	Crouch__William
	Crouch_ponder__Emily
	Crounse__Cindy
	Crouse__Gray
	Crouse__Ronald
	Crouse__Wyatt
	crow__chris
	Crow__Jamie
	Crow__Liz
	Crow__Michelle
	Crowder__Patricia
	Crowder__Todd
	Crowe__Anastacia
	crowe__clark
	Crowe__Edith
	Crowe__Irene
	Crowe__Sheila
	Crowe__Steven
	Crowell__Judy
	Crowl__Nichole
	Crowle__Susan
	Crowle__Susan_28464
	Crowle__Susan_42375
	crowley__cherlyn
	Crowley__Joyce
	Crowley__Joyce_6290
	Crowley__Karen
	Crowley__Karen_11152
	Crowley__Kate
	Crowley__Lawrence
	Crowley__Margaret
	Crowley__Margaret_56341
	Crowley__Maureen
	Crowley__Melodi
	Crowley__Robert
	Crowley__Sarah
	Crowley__Susan
	Crowley__William
	Crown__Deborah
	Crowner__Teresa
	Crowning__Max
	Crowther__Michael
	Croxton__Jeannie
	croxton__jesse
	Crozier__Don
	Crsig__Kathryn
	Cruciger__Quita
	Crucs__Barbara
	CRUGER__KURT
	Cruickshank__Carol
	Cruise__Jonathan
	crum__cathy
	Crum__E_D_
	Crum__Janice
	Crum__Jen
	Crum__Sonya
	Crumble__Leuise
	Crumbling__Deana
	Crumbo__Kim
	Crumbo__Kim_Attachment
	crumley__vera
	Crump__Deborah
	Crump__Deborah_43044
	Crump__Judith
	Crump__Kate
	Crump__Vickie
	Crump_Doyle__Deborah
	Crumrine__Bill
	Crumrine__Bill_59574
	Crupi__Kevin
	Crupi__Kevin_56281
	Cruse__Richard
	Cruvickshank__Caroline
	Cruz__Alexander
	Cruz__Alicia
	Cruz__Aurora
	Cruz__Carolyn
	Cruz__David
	Cruz__David_Attachment
	Cruz__Lacie
	Cruz__Maclovio
	Cruz__Maclovio_46207
	Cruz__Marian
	Cruz__Marian_7302
	Cruz__Marian_13988
	Cruz__Marian_35401
	Cruz__Marian_37496
	Cruz__Marian_57336
	Cruz__Melissa
	Cruz__Mike
	Cruze__Lynn
	Cryan__Linda
	Crymes__Joe
	Crystal__Lakota
	Csabina__Marian
	Csaszar__John
	Csenge__Debra
	Csepreghy__Kinga
	Csolak__Janet
	Csondas__Brett
	Csorba__Laszlo
	Csuhta__Tom
	Cua__Nicole
	Cua__Rey
	Cuadrado__Lola
	Cuba__Stan
	Cubberly__Pamela
	Cubeiro__Lisa
	Cuccaro__Steven
	Cuddy__Robert
	Cudworth__Crystal
	Cudworth__Heather
	Cudworth__Heather_15890
	Cudworth__Heather_38436
	Cuellar__Elizabeth
	Cuevas__Carlos
	Cuevas__Carlos_A
	Cuevas__Carlos_A_50634
	Cuevas__Eleanor
	Cuevas__Ruben
	Cuff__Dee
	Cuff__Kermit
	Cuffari__Jo
	Cuffel__Jason
	Cukla__Mark
	Culbert__Laurette
	Culbertson__Adam
	Culbertson__Adam_11739
	Culbertson__Adam_25745
	Culbertson__Adam_26209
	Culbertson__Adam_27585
	Culbertson__Adam_55430
	Culhane__Michael
	Culhane__Michael_48779
	Culjak__Andrew
	Cull__Wendy
	cullen__michael
	Cullen__Michelle
	Culletto__Tony
	Culliney__Susan
	Culliney__Susan_48803
	Culliney__Susan_Attachment
	NGO Letter re AK Roadless Rule Public Meeting Recordings Transcripts_16Dec2019
	01 - Juneau Roadless Rule Meeting Transcription
	02 - Wrangell Roadless Public Meeting Transcription
	03 - Roadless Rule meeting Anc_Q and A session_6Nov2019 - transcription
	04 - AK Roadless Rule Washington DC Public Meeting Q&A
	05 - Seattle Community Public Meeting Formal Transcript 112319 Final
	06 - Skagway Roadless Public Meeting Transcription
	07 - Haines Roadless Meeting Q&A Transcription

	Culliney__Susan_Attachment_48807
	Cullum__Melissa
	Cullum__Melissa_14489
	Cullum__Melissa_56561
	Cullum__Melissa_58453
	Culmore__Matthew
	Culp__Janet
	Culp__Vern
	Culp__Vern_45689
	Culp__Wanda
	Culp__Wanda_39555
	Culp__Wanda_Attachment
	Culp__Wanda_Attachment_13383
	Culp__Wanda_Attachment_13384
	Culp__Wanda_Attachment_13387
	Culp__Wanda_Attachment_13391
	Culps__Cassandra
	Culver__Burt
	Cumings__Dawn
	Cumming__Cheyne
	Cumming__Christine
	Cumming__Diana
	Cummings__Ariel
	Cummings__Frank
	Cummings__Frank_42300
	Cummings__James
	Cummings__James_48758
	Cummings__Joan
	Cummings__Judy
	Cummings__Katherine
	Cummings__Katherine_Attachment
	Cummings__Laney
	Cummings__Loretta
	Cummings__Rebecca
	Cummings__Terry
	Cummings__Terry_59384
	Cummins__Steven
	Cumrer__Kevin
	Cumrer__Kevin_13671
	Cumrer__Kevin_26718
	Cumrer__Kevin_27009
	Cumrer__Kevin_29887
	Cunat__Tiffany
	Cundiff__Courtney
	cundiff__deborah
	Cunha__Maria
	Cunnane__Carl
	Cunningham__Alan
	Cunningham__Ann
	Cunningham__Becky
	Cunningham__Bill
	Cunningham__Bill_55445
	Cunningham__Brin
	Cunningham__Caroline
	Cunningham__Dan
	Cunningham__Dave
	Cunningham__Debra
	Cunningham__George
	Cunningham__Graham
	Cunningham__I
	Cunningham__I_43708
	Cunningham__James
	Cunningham__Jennifer
	Cunningham__Jennifer_54264
	Cunningham__Jon
	Cunningham__Kara
	Cunningham__Karen
	Cunningham__Kathy
	Cunningham__Khari
	Cunningham__Lawrence
	Cunningham__Lesley
	Cunningham__Lynda
	Cunningham__Lyndee
	Cunningham__Mary
	Cunningham__Matt
	Cunningham__Patrick
	Cunningham__Steve
	Cunningham__Storm
	Cunningham__Storm_52557
	Cunningham__Susan
	Cunningham__William
	Cupples__David
	Cupriks__Joshua
	Cureau__Craig
	Cureton__Robert
	Curie__Charles
	Curkendall__Judi
	Curley__June
	Curley__Maureen
	Curley__Thomas
	Curley__Tyler
	Curmano__Billy
	Curnow__Connie
	Curnow__Connie_15910
	Curnow__Connie_35816
	Curns__David
	Curns__Steve
	Curnutt__Michael
	Curow__Jerry
	Currah__Nancy
	Curran__Barbette
	Curran__Ben
	Curran__Dennis
	Curran__Jamie
	Curran__John
	Curran__Karen
	curran__marcia
	Curran__Richard
	curran__tim
	Curran__Victoria
	Curran_III__Frank
	Currey__William
	Currie__Andrew
	Currier__Bechi
	Currier__Janet
	Currier__Jeannine
	Currier__Kevin
	Currier__Kevin_13673
	Currier__Kevin_25073
	Currier__Kevin_26711
	Currier__Kevin_26955
	Currier__Sandy
	Curry__Carmen
	Curry__Clyff
	Curry__Jack
	Curry__Robert
	Curry__Sandra
	Curry__Sonya
	Curtin__Christopher
	Curtin__Linda
	Curtin__Linda_45298
	Curtin__Margaret
	Curtin__Paul
	curtin__robert
	Curtis__Ben
	Curtis__Ben_18767
	Curtis__Betsy
	Curtis__Brenton
	Curtis__Cathy
	Curtis__Cinta
	curtis__cody
	Curtis__Cody_38914
	Curtis__Deborah
	Curtis__Deborah_32093
	Curtis__Emma
	Curtis__Janell
	Curtis__Janet
	Curtis__Janet_53677
	Curtis__Kathryn
	Curtis__Kathy
	Curtis__Louise
	Curtis__Louise_17987
	Curtis__Margaret
	Curtis__Margaret_47692
	Curtis__Michael
	Curtis__Patrice
	Curtis__Susan
	Curtler__Hugh
	Curtler__Hugh_2032
	Cusano__John
	Cusano__John_42737
	Cusano__John_42871
	Cusano__Joseph
	cusella__cheryl
	Cush__Dan
	Cushing__Marlene
	cushing__michael
	Cushing__Michael_19456
	Cushing__Michael_28916
	Cushion__Danielle
	Cushwa__Nancy
	Cushwa__Nancy_5860
	Cusick__Kris
	Cusolito__Elizabeth
	Custer__Cynthia
	Custer__Kate
	Customer__CenturyLink
	Cuthbertson__Jacqueline
	Cuthbertson__Robert
	Cuthriell__Terri
	Cutkomp__Laura
	Cutler__Barry
	Cutler__Fred
	Cutler__Keith
	Cutler__Keith_12327
	Cutler__Kirsten
	Cutler__Lou
	Cutright__Sheri
	Cutter__Erral
	Cutter__Erral_30787
	Cutter__Mark
	Cutts__Bruce
	Cuviello__Pat
	Cvetida__John
	Cvitanich__Danielle
	Cwalinski__Jeffrey
	Cwiak__Aj
	CWIKIEL__JOHN
	Cwikiel__Kate
	Cwikiel__Sadie
	Cy__Kayla
	Cybulski__Stephanie
	Cynthia__Anon
	Cyr__Carolyn
	Cyr__Carolyn_53971
	Cyr__Carolyn_57917
	Cyr__Cici
	Cyr__Pierre
	Cyr__Pierre_12007
	Cyr__Pierre_14492
	Cyr__Pierre_21369
	Cyr__Pierre_24579
	Cyr__Pierre_26181
	Cyr__Woody
	Cyr__Woody_53054
	Cyriacks__Wendy
	Cytryn__Margaret
	Cytrynbaum__Sharon
	Cywinski__David
	Cz__Lori
	Czach__Jeff
	Czachurski__John
	CZAJKA__BRYAN
	Czamanske__Gerald
	Czaplicki__Ann
	Czarapara__Jasmin
	Czarnecki__Roberta
	Czarnik__George
	Czarny__Stan
	Czeblakow__Magdalena
	CZECH_VELAZQUEZ__MAGDALENA
	Czechowicz__Gerald
	Czechowski__Alicia
	Czeczuga__Alison
	Czekalski__Travis
	Czerniawski__Caesar
	Czerw__George
	Czichos_Slaughter__Romona
	Czinski__Margo
	Czuprinski__BreeAnn



